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PERFORMANCE — TIME — A 
provision in a contract making 
time of the essence may later 
be waived by the conduct of 
the parties. 

—Where a provision in a con- 
tract making time of the es- 
sence has been waived by the 
conduct of the parties, either 
party may again make time of 
the essence by giving reason- 
able notice to that effect to 
the other. 

—A notice making time of the 
essence must give such time as 
bears a reasonable relation to 
the time elapsed between that 
originally fixed for perform- 
ance and the time the notice 
is given. 

—Held, notice here demanding 
performance in 34 days was 
unreasonable and was not 
adequate to apprise other 
party it was a notice making 
time of the essence. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Clapp, S.J.A.D., rendered Dec. 5, 
1956. Appellate Div. Finn v. 
Glick. For respondents—Wilfred 
B. Wolcott (Albert G. Driver, on 
brief). For appellants- 
George A. Streitz. 

In May 1950 Rutan and Glick, 
here called defendants, agreed 
to sell to plaintiff 2.13 acres of 
land for $530 payable in monthly 
nstallments of $10 each, the 
to 
nterest and then to principle, 
and plaintiffs to pay taxes on 
the land. Plaintiffs paid $10 and 
nt into possession. Defendants 
lid not tender a written con- 
tact until Feb. 1951, dating it 
nack to May 14, 1950. The con- 
tract was signed and plaintiffs 
paid another $10. The contract 
provides ‘“‘settlement is to take 
place when the principal has 
seen paid in full as outlined be- 
low, which time is made of the 
essence” and that if the buyer 
does not make settlement in ac- 
cordance with the terms, pay- 
ments made on account shall at 
the seller’s option be forfeited as 
liquidated damages or be applied 
against the purchase price 

Plaintiffs have farmed "the 
and since May 14, 1950. Howev- 
tr, the $10 monthly payments 
were made very irregularly. None 
were made for 5 months in 1951 
nor for 6 months in 1952 nor for 
sl, months in 1953. In July 1953 
defendant wrote plaintiffs 
‘threatening forfeiture of all 
payments if the  arrearages, 
amount ing to $195 were not paid 
oy Aug. 17, 1953. On Aug. 15, 1953, 
olaintifts paid $120 and there- 


the 


We 
qd 








rm 
2ili 


ments 


after defaulted again on the 
monthly payments. On June 23, 
1954 defendant again 


wrote 
Plaintiffs threatening forfeitu 
unless the arrears of $175 
paid up by July 24. On August 
1954 plaintiffs paid $24.56 and 





a 
nonth later $40. Then there were 


‘urther defaults in the monthly 
Payments. On Nov. 23, 1955 de- 
again wrote plaintiffs 






éndant 
stating that unless the full bal- 
e of $229.70 was paid by Dec. 
%, 1955, (thirty four days later) 
Payments made and all rights 
inder the contract would be for- 
‘ited. Defendants did not com- 
dy but on Jan. 16, 1956 een 
$17 and on January 24 tendered 
the entire balance, both of which 
Vere refused. On January 17, de- 
‘endants sold the property to 
another purchaser who also 
nade a defendant herein. 
Plaintiffs sought and 


ane 
aD 


o 


iS 


were 


itanted specific performance of 


their Defendants ap- 


contract. 


# Deal. 


Held: Though parties to a 


provi 


sion therein, make time of the 
essence, they may nevertheless 
later waive that provision by 


In such case time 
made of the es- 
party by giving 
reasonable notice to that effect. 
In that regard, the time given 
in that notice must bear a reas- 
Onable relation t the time 
elapsed. The time afforded in 
such notice must bear a reason- 
able relation to that which 
elapsed between the time origin- 
ally fixed performance and 
the notice 


their conduct. 
may again be 
sence by either 


oO 


for 
when is 

The question here is whether 
the letter of Nov. 23, 1955 fixing 
34 days for performance by pay- 
ment of the balance constitutes 
reasonable and adequate notice 
to plaintiffs that time was being 
made of the esse nce. The case is 
a continuing picture of a multi- 
tude of defaults by the buyer 
and of tolerance or forebearance 
by the seller as well as an origin- 
al delay of almost 9 months by 
1e seller. Not only was the no- 
ce too short under the circum- 
stances, but the manner of giv- 
ing it, namely by letter in a form 
which had previously been paid 
little heed by the parties, did not 
adequately and fairly apprise 
plaintiffs that this was truly 
their last chance and that time 
was being made of the essence 
thereby. 

Affirmed. 
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Tempting The Guilty Not 
Entrapment, Court 


Rules 

Los Angeles (ACCN) Pro- 
viding occasion for one engaged 
in illegal activities to ply his 
trade is not an entrapment, the 
District court of Appeals here 
stated in the recent case of Peo- 
ple v Raoul Martinez Ramos, up- 
on appeal of the defendant. The 
latter was convicted of violation 
of the Los Angeles health and 
safety code. 

The Appellate court reiterated 
that 
criminals but seduction of in- 
nocent people into a criminal 
career that is condemned and 
will not be tolerated. If the pre- 
existing criminal intent existed, 
the court stated, the law of en- 
trapment doesn’t apply. 

Mere providing of the occa- 
sion for one engaged in illegal 
activities to ply his trade is cer- 
tainly not an entrapment, the 
opinion declared. The insistence 
of police officers on purchasing 
illegal drugs may be compared 
to the regular insistence of any- 
one purchasing any product 
from a seller. 

Justice W. Turney Fox wrote 
the opinion. 


North Hudson Lawyers’ 
Club Christmas Party 


The North Hudson Lawyer’s 
Club will hold its annual Christ- 
mas Party this year on Decem- 
ber 19th at 4:30 P.M. at the Ital- 
ian Community Center. The par- 
ty will be limited to members of 
the club. 

The guest of honor will be Fed- 
eral Judge Alfred E. Modarelli 
who is himself a member of the 
club. Joseph Cullum, will act as 
master of ceremonies. Both Mr. 
Cullum and Judge Modarelli are 
well known as M.C.’s and as after 
dinner speakers. Their humor 
should make this an outstanding 
enjoyable affair. 


it is not the entrapment of | 


| by public offic 


| commit 


State Bar Committee 
Reports 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


Your Committee was appoint- | 
ed to stu he conflicts of in- | 
terest which arise when mem- 
bers of the Legislature act on 


rr hold interests ad- 


behalf of 
verse to the State. We were re- 
quested tudy the means by 
which such conflicts can be 
avoided, and if legislation is 
suggested, ‘the Committee | 
should submit the proposals in 
the form of bills ready for in- 
troduction the Legislature.” | 
Your Committee has caused to | 
be investigated the provisions of 
the Constitutions of the several | 
States relating to conflicts in 


17 


interest, as well 
tion which ha 


the legisla- 


as 


been adopted by | 


a | 


a number of States. 

New Jersey has never had 
statute on this subject, but the| 
interests of the State have in| 
the past been considered to be 
protected by the provision of the 
Constitution providing for im- 
peachment of Public Officers 
(Article VII, §3, Par. 1), and the 


Crimes Act re- 
and corruption, 
to embezzlement 
2A:102-1; ex- 
105-1-4; attempts to 
an indictable offense, 
conspiracy, 2A:98-1(A); 
ct in office, which 
into malfeasance, 
and misfeasance, 
law 
indictable under 


the 
ery 


provisions of 
lating to br 
2A:93-1 et seq.; 
ials, 
tortion, 2A: 
2A:85-5; 
and miscondu 
is subdivided 
nonfeasance 
all common 
continue to be 
2A:85-1 


The Supreme Court = an-| 
nounced today that, on the 
recommendation of the Com- 


mittee on Reconciliation of the 


Judicial Conference of which 
Superior Court Judge John J. 
Francis is the chairman, it is 


considering the adoption of a 
reconciliation procedure in cer- 
tain matrimonial causes on an 
experimental basis for a trial 
period. The Committee on Rec- 
onciliation is scheduled to dis- 
cuss the proposed procedure 
when it meets at the Hotel 
Berkeley-Carteret, Asbury Park, 
at 7:30 P.M., December 14, dur- 
ing the midwinter meetings of 
the State Bar Association. 

| The proposed procedure is 
|simple and uncomplicated and 
can be put into effect in the 
near future without any drastic 
change in the present practice 
in matrimonial cases. At the 
outset the new procedures will 
be introduced in the counties 
served by Judge William A. Heg- 
arty and Judge Lawrence A. 
Cavinato (Bergen, Passaic and 











State Bar Committee 
Asks Open Travel Rights 
For U.N. Fact Finders 





offenses which | 


| consideration 


preme Court of New Jersey in 
State v. Winne, 12 N. J. 152, 
states: 

“The prescribed duties of | 
an office are nothing more nor 
less than the duties cast by | 
law on the incumbent of the 
office. Duties may be imposed 
by law on the holder of an 
office in several ways: (1) they | 
may be prescribed by some 
special or private law, such as! 
official action of a township | 


committee, or a provision of a 
municipal charter; (2) they 
may be imposed by a general 
act of the Legislature; 
they may ari 
nature of the office itself.” 
The requirements imposed by 
the common law on public offic- 
ials are well 


C.J.S. §116 pa ige 406, as follows: 

“A public office is a public | Worl 
trust and the holder thereot | "6 
may not use it directly or in- 
directly for a personal profit; 
and officers are not permitted 
to place themselves in a posi- | 


or (3) | 
se out of the very | "0r Should any nation have the 


ated in volume 67| Ple is 
| mankind 


The State Bar Association 
Committee on International and 
Comparative Law is submitting 
a report to the Mid-Winter 
meeting of the association pro- 


The recent colonel: thaw | posing a resolution calling on the 
CUC ile 4 adel rT: 
| United States 


give serious 
sponsoring a 
resolution in the United Nations 
whereby member nations would 
re obliged to permit U.N. “fact 
finders” to travel freely through 
a member nation’s territory on 
the business of the United Na- 
tions whenever duly authorized 


to 
to 


| by the United Nations Assembly. 


The Committee, in the pre- 
amble to the resolution which it 
is submitting, recites that no na- 
tion has the right to commit 
crimes or acts against mankind 
which are declared as contrary 
to justice by the United Nations, 


right to exclude U.N. fact finders, 
and that the destruction or de- 
portation of large masses of peo- 
is a matter of concern to 
and dangerous’ to 
d Peace. While not mention- 
Hungary and Russia by 
|name, the resolution is clearly 


| aimed at and motivated by the 


| Hungarian situation. 


tion in which personal interest | 


Legislative News 


Governor Meyner has signed 


| the following bill: 


may come into conflict with 

the duty which they owe to 

the public.’ 

It is interesting to note that 
there is cited as authority for | 
this statement the decision of | 


our Supreme Court in Driscoll v. 
Burlington-Bristol Bridge Co., 10 
N.J. Super. 545, mod. 8 N.J. 433. 

Also it is stated in 43 Am. Jur. 
$266, Title Public Officers; 
where Personal Interest Is 
volved, that: 

“A public officer owes an un- 
divided duty to the public 
whom he serves, 
permitted to place himself in 
a position which will subject 

him to conflicting duties or 


expose him to the temptation 


In- 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 





State Bar Mid-Year Meeting 
Hotel Berkeley-Carteret 
Asbury Park, 
December 14 and 15 


Duty | 


S-36 Chapter 165, Dec. 3 (Pre- 
viously conditionally vetoed). 
Makes lessees and bailees, as 
well as the owner, liable for vio- 
lation of motor vehicle size and 
weight laws. 

Assembly 

The following bills were intro- 

duced in the Assembly: 


| A-620 Thomas & C. W. Crane. To 
| make Monday, December 24, 1956 


and is not | 


| 
| 


and Monday, December 31, 1956 
holidays in regard to the trans- 
action of business in State, 
county and municipal offices. 
(No ref.) 


| A-621 Goff. To include officers of 


corporations with coverage un- 


| der the Workmen’s Compensa- 


tion Act. (No ref.) 

Both of these bills were passed 
in the Assembly and have been 
sent to the Senate. 


} ano 


Proposed Reconciliation Procedure and Rules 
To Be Discussed 


in the counties 
served by Judge Gene R. Mari- 
(Hunterdon, Mercer, Mid- 
dlesex, Monmouth, Ocean, Som- 
erset and Warren). 

Any action for divorce, nullity 
or separate maintenance, where 
minor children are involved, or 
in any such action where no 
children are involved but where 
the plaintiff desires to take ad- 
vantage of the procedure as an 
incident of the prosecution of 
his suit, will have to be insti- 
tuted by the filing of a special 
form of complaint. It will be 
necessary for the plaintiff to al- 
lege only in general terms that 
he or she has a cause of action 
for divorce, nullity or separate 
maintenance, as the case may 
be. Specifically, a complaint for 
divorce need allege simply that 
the plaintiff has a cause of ac- 
tion for divorce under N.J.S. 2A: 
34-2a or 2b or 2c; or for nullity 
under N.J.S. 2A: 34-la or 1b or 
lc or le or 1f or 1g (in the last 
case specifying generally the 
ground, such as fraud); or for 
separate maintenance under 
N.J.S. 2A:34-24. 

No further particulars of the 
cause of action are to be re- 
quired. But the other formal 
requisites of complaint now 
mandatory under the rules, must 
be included, except that in ac- 
tions predicated on adultery 
the name of the correspondent 
need not be recited. However, 
the pleading will have to con- 
tain a prayer for the relief 
sought, that is, divorce, nullity, 
or separate maintenance, ali- 
mony, etc., and the names, ages 
and situation of the children 
with respect to custody. In cases 
where there are no minor chil- 
dren but a reconciliation con- 
ference is sought, a_ specific 
prayer for such a conference 
must be included 

The complaint will be served 
upon the defendant with a 
somewhat different form of 
summons from that now in use. 
It will notify him or her to serve 
upon the plaintiff or his or her 
attorney, and to file- with the 
Clerk of the Court a notice of 
appearance within 20 days 
thereafter, and that on failure 
to do so judgment may be 
rendered for the relief demand- 
ed in the complaint. Also, the 
summons must notify the 
spouse being sued that when the 
notice of appearance is served 
and filed, or even if there is a 
failure to do so within the time 
limited, a pretrial conference to 
be attended by the husband and 
wife, will be held by an officer of 
the Court to discuss reconcilia- 
tion, support and other perti-, 
nent problems. 

In these cases the defendant 


Sussex) and 


I 


a 


9 


cannot file an answer or coun- 
terclaim until after the recon- 
ciliation procedure has been 


pursued and failed 

Upon the defendant’s appear- 
ance in the action, the Clerk of 
the Court will be under the duty 
of sending the complaint and 
service record to a Reconcilia- 
tion Master assigned to the 
vicinage in whic the action 
would normally be tried. The 
Master’s task then fix a 
date and to invite the spouses 
to appear at his chambers for a 
pretrial reconciliation conta 
ence. In connection with these 
arrangements the Master will 
not resort to 


is to 


the subpoena power 


page 7, col. 1) 


( Continued on 
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‘ a 
os notice 14 days after the acci- ° ° oe 
DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS ay ee ee ae U. S. District Court Decision | 
UNSATISFIED CLAIM AND Giles—Edward S. Miller (Gant &| gave the notice several months 
JUDGMENT FUND — AUTO-| Miller, attys). For Director—| later but 22 days after his capa- | socIAL SECURITY— ‘accomplished. The fact that 
MOBILES — NEGLIGENCE — | Robert G. Howell. For Murray—| bility was restored and was’ MASTER AND SERVANT plaintiff here was concerned . 


The deferment provisions of 
sec. 5 of the Act, now N.J.S. 
39:6-65, for filing of notice of 
intention by an incapacitated 
person, apply to an injured 
party or his personal repre- 
sentative in hit and run 
cases as well as in cases 
against known tortfeasors. 


—Sec. 5 of the Unsatisfied Claim | 


and Judgment Fund Act does 
not provide for tacking periods 
of capacity and the disability 
deferment applies’ in 
wherever the incapacity oc- 


curred within 30 days of the) 


accident. 
—Order by Superior 
granting leave to sue Director 
of Motor Vehicles 
hit and run case 


is not res 


adjudicated as to existence of | 


a hit and run driver nor as to 
existence of a cause of action. 


STATUTES—The sense of a law | 


is to be collected from its ob- 
ject, the nature of the sub- 
ject matter, the contextual 
setting, and the statutes 
pari materia and the import 
of a particular word or phrase 
is controlled accordingly. 


Digested from an opinion by | 


Heher, J., rendered Dec. 3, 1956. 
Supreme Court. Giles v. Director 
and Murray vy. Director. For 





% 


latest rate 
per annum 
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full | 


Court | 


in alleged | 


in | 


| 


James T. Owens. For Director— 
| John J. Gaffey (Minard, Cooper, 
| Gaffey & Webb, attys). 
| The issues raised in these two 
|/cases concern the meaning of 
}section 18 of the Unsatisfied 
Claim and Judgment Fund Law 
|as it relates to the procedure in 
| “hit and run” cases. 

Section 18 provides that in 
|case of injury or death resulting 
from ownership or operation of 
a motor vehicle, the owner and 
| operator of which cannot be as- 
|certained or established, any 
qualified person having a cause 
of action against such unknown 
operator or owner or both for 
such injury or death may on no- 

tice to the Director of the Divi- 
sion of Motor Vehicles and the 
Unsatisfied Claim and Judgment 
Fund Board, apply to the Su- 
'perior Court for an order per- 

mitting him to bring an action 
j}against the Director in such 
court, and the court may grant 
such order after summary hear- 
ing when it is satisfied that 

1. The applicant has complied 
with Section 5 of the Act. 

2. The applicant has a cause 
of action against the unknown 
owner or operato~ 
| 3. All reasonable efforts have 
| been made to ascertain the iden- 

tity of the owner and operator 
; without success. 

Sec. 5, which is now N.J.S.A. 
| 39:6-65 provides that any quali- 
| fied person or the personal rep- 
|resentatives of such person who 
suffers injury or death shall 
within 30 days after the acci-| 
dent, as a condition precedent | 
to the right to apply for pay- 
ment from the fund, give notice 
to the board on a form presented | 
by it but that in lieu of giving 
|said notice within said 
| such qualified person may make | 
| proof to the court on the hear- | 


| 





jing of the application for the | t 


| payment of a judgment that he 
| was physically incapable of giv- 
|ing said notice within said peri- 
| od and that he gave said notice 
| within 30 days after he became 
capable of doing so, or that if he 
| did not become so capable, a no- 
| tice was given within a reason- 
lable period. 
Giles suffered personal injur- | 
lies which clearly made him| 
| physically incapable of filing the | 
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time, | 


lor 


given leave to start this suit on 
April 6, 1956. In the Murray case, 
the accident occurred in May, 
1955; the widow was thereafter 
in a state of shock, she retained 
counsel in July and the notice 
was given August 2. The widow 
was appointed administratrix 
ad pros on April 16, 1956 and 
given leave to institute suit. 

The basic contention is that in 
hit and run cases a valid notice 
of intention as required by Sec. 
5 cannot be given after 30 days 
from the accident, and that the 
extension period for incapacity 
is by the terms of the statute 
not applicable to such cases but 
is limited to cases where judg- 
ment is recovered against a 
known operator or owner, the 
question of timely filing arising 
on the application for payment 
of such judgment. 

Held: The provisions invoked 
by the Director plainly refer to 
proceedings against a known 
tortfeasor who becomes a judg- 
ment debtor; the unresolved is- 
sue of notice is then determin- 
able on the motion for payment 
out of the fund. Where, as here, 
the wrongdoer is unknown, the 
Director is suable by leave of 
court under the statute provided 
the claimant establishes the giv- 
ing of the notice prescribed by 
Sec. 5, and there is no discern- 
ible reason of policy why the 
deferred notice provision should 
apply in the one case but not in 
the other. The proviso is not so 
conditioned. Deferment of no- 


| tice for physical disability where 


the tortfeasor is known and not 
where he is unknown would be 
illusory, a wholly arbitrary dis- 
tinction not in Keeping with the 
spirit, reason and policy of the 
statute. 

Defendant’s argument that 
the words of the statute make 
iis distinction and requirement 
is not entirely without support 
in the phraseology used in the 
statutes. But the sense of a law 
is to be collected from its object 
and the nature of 
matter, the contractual setting 
and the statutes in pari materia; 
the import of a particular word 
phrase is controlled accord- 
ingly. Isolated terms cannot be 
invoked to defeat a reasonable 
construction. The deferment is 
accorded only to the claimant 
who is physically incapable of 


| giving notice. The purpose to be 


} 


served by the notice is the same 
in both known and unknown 
tortfeasor cases. Section 5 covers 
both categories. In the case of 
the “hit and run” driver the 
determination of timely notice 
was to be made on the applica- 
tion to sue the Director, where- 
as, for obvious’ procedural 
reasons, that question is not to 
be determined in known tort- 
feasor cases until application is 
made for payment of such judg- 
ment from the fund. There is no 
other distinction intended. The 
literal sense of the terms used is 
not to have ascendency over the 
reason and spirit of the expres- 
sion. 

And this applies as well to ac- 
tions by the personal repre- 
sentative of the injured or de- 
ceased though the term ‘‘person- 
al representative of such person” 
used in the opening sentence of 
Sec. 5 was not repeated in the 
succeeding provision relating to 
deferment of filing of notice. 

Nor is the fact that Giles was 
physically capable of giving no- 
tice for 14 days after the acci- 
dent determinative. The statute 
contemplates a thirty day period 
but does not provide for tacking 
of periods of capacity. It is suffi- 
cient to invoke the deferment 
provision if the disability begins 
within 30 days of the accident. 

As to the argument that the 
plaintiffs did not prove the 
making of all reasonable efforts 


the subject | 


Plaintiff sued to recover Social 
Security tax contributions paid 
by it to the U.S. on earnings of 
certain workers called “Applica- 
tors”. Plaintiff is in the roofing 
and siding business. It procured 
work through contracts solicited 
by salesmen. The contracts were 
in writing and provided a unit 
price for the materials and labor 
necessary to perform the repair 
or improvement which was 
described in general terms. The 
applicators involved were men 
long experienced in the work of 
affixing roofing and siding ma- 
terials. When a job was to be 
done, the applicators would be 
called or would come to plain- 
tiff’s ofice where they would re- 
ceive a work sheet containing 
the name and address of the 
customer and a general state- 
ment of the work to be done. 
The arrangement between the 
applicators and plaintiff was 
oral and they received as com- 
pensation for their work a unit 
price for each square of material 
applied, payable on satisfactory 
completion of the job. No time 
was discussed within which the 
applicators would start or com- 
plete the work and plaintiff did 
not determine the hours of work, 
nor give any instructions or 
have control over the manner 
or method in which the work 
was done. The applicators could 
hire and use helpers if they de- 
sired, could turn down any job, 
and could work for other com- 
panies. Plaintiff was primarily 
concerned only with the results, 
which should conform to the 
contract and satisfy the custom- 
er. 

Held: It is now settled law 
that the usual common law 
rules, realistically applied, must 
be used to determine whether a 
person is an “employee” for 
purposes of applying the Social 
Security Act. The relationship of 
employer and employee exists 
when the person for whom the 
services are performed has the 
right to control and direct not 
only the result to be accomp- 
lished but also the details and 
means by which that result is 
ARRAN Eas OR Hep 


to ascertain the identity of the 
owner or operator of the hit and 
run car, there was _ sufficient 
proof of efforts on this score to 
sustain the court’s finding below. 
And as to the argument that 
plaintiffs did not establish that 
“they had a cause of action” 
especially since the decision on 
the application will be res ad- 
judicata as to the existence of a 
“hit and run” driver, this is 
without merit. The decision on 
such an application granting 
leave to sue the Director is not 








res adjudicata on the question 


of the existence of a hit and run 
driver nor as to the existence of 
a cause of action. All that is de- 
cided is that the applicants have 
presented at reast sufficient to 
raise a jury question. 

Affirmed. 


only with the results rather than 
the manner or method of doing ( 
the work, and did not have th 






















right to control the latter, is the’ ¢. Ex 
crucial and dispositive point. Of 
Judgment for plaintiffs. exist 
Opinion by Hartshorne, Dy.) “nif 
filed Nov. 27 in Millards v. us | he ¢ 
Civil No. 695-53. nissi 
— srese 
Harvard Law Alumni Ray 
Party For Students and =}.;; 
Prospective Employers nif 
Wilfred W. Hollander, a part-' 2% @! 
ner in the law firm of Garven.| 9:0 af 
Gelman & Hollander of Hacken-  4:ende 
sack, has been named Chair-| ‘nat 
man of the Harvard Law Schoo] 2¢Sse 
Association of New Jersey’s An-  20Sal 
nual Christmas Party. It has ‘emp 
been the purpose of the Associg- ‘r0SS- 
tion in holding this affair to ‘ies. 1 
provide a meeting place for the hat 
students of the Harvard Law jy tk 
School and Counselors of New j2g © 
Jersey seeking law clerks. pystel 
The Annual Christmas Party |S 
this year will be held at the |3894 
Down Town Club, Tenth Floor of | P! 
the L. Bamberger & Comp syste! 
Building, Newark, on Thursday |*Vely 
evening, December 27, 1956, at }0S¢F 
5:00 p.m. Any counselor inter- i 
ested in interviewing applicants | 20° 
for clerkship from the Harvard Ib 
Law School or desiring further | ™7' 
information, is requested to con- Jer 
tact Mr. Hollander at his office, {*!* } 
24 Salem Street, Hackensack udir 
ee aa ae aided 
° ental 
Notice ng e 
a natte 
During the Christmas Recess, fsion ¢ 
December 22, 1956 to January 1, #this | 
1957, inclusive, Judge Frederic fsant 
R. Colie will be available at his }of pr 
chambers in the Essex County Joartis 
Court House, Newark (Tele- J-estim 
phone: Mitchell 2-7800) or at his § The 
home (Telephone: Drexel 9- 
2610) for emergent matters in 


the Superior Court. 
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~— An Analysis Of The Report Of The Legislative gape pee: ner arst| 'New Training Idea For Accountants And Lawyers 
{ Commission To Study The Improvement in team whee ee ot | | pennies 
Of The Law Of Evidence inference is founded. The Com-| A novel and time-caving way | New York, and—the fourth a 
i) mission adds a mandatory re- | for accounting and legal firms to | ord — Collapsible Partnerships 
that By Hamilton F. Kean experts by judges for aid in de- quirement that in his direct ex- | keep their staffs informed about | by Joseph Driscoll, professor of 
mee Member of the N. J. Bar termining scientific issues.” Some amination the witness shall in- new-developments in the field of taxation at George Washington 
than ———— states in this country have pro-| dicate such data at least in gen- | |taxes has been announced by | University, Washington, D. €. 
loing (Concluding instalment) vided by statute that the court eral terms 7 | Tax Lectures on Records, Inc.,| and “Attributions of Stock Own- 
th a a i ee ok 3 ti ri = See |New York. The new organiza-| ership,” by Leanord L. Silver- 
s the’ G. Expert and Opinion Testimony rei ee ee cat ae eee — | tion, fouftded and headed by | stein, attorney, that city. 
. ne ee Oe eee | ois sual enabling legislation is | cently criticize oe which prob- |certified public accountants and Accompanying each record is 
xisting law ‘Proposed by the unnecessary.” This is in accord- | ably requires t that the opinion of | | attorneys, is launching a series a brochure of lecture notes co- 
DJ. cniform Rules and adopted by ance with <n opinion of the one expert not include in its |Of phonograph recordings of | ordinated with the spoken ma- 
JS lle sng ig eee Red Com- United States Supreme Court de- premise ine opinion of anethes lectures by leading practitioners | terial on the record; the section 
aed eh ne oe Se Se livered by Justice Brandeis in | expert in the same case on a re- | in the field. of the Internal Revenue Code 
. | The Commission has rejected | 1919 attributing to the federal | lated matter.” | Subjects and lectures recorded| Under discussion; the regula- 
MMI | xc proposal of the Court Com-|C°Urts inherent power to ap-/ W, Hearsay Evidence. |on the first four discs produced | tions applicable thereto, as well 
ind | xi:tee and the drafters of the POimt experts whose testimony| Jpn general, it may be stated|for the group by Capitol Rec-| aS case citations, congressional 
ers cniform Rules that the court SMall be admissible.” A recent) that the e xceptions to the gen- | Ords, Inc. are as follows: "Cs-| ae — and other 
sar:.| % empowered in its discretion Port of a special committee of | era) rule of exclusion of hearsay | apsible Corporations,” by Rob- | Pertinent information. 
yen 0 appoint impartial experts to the Association of the Bar of the | evidence are considerably nar- | ert Anthoine, professor of law at The recordings are 33 r.p.m.- 
ken. dender testimony to Bis ee City of New York has attributed yowed by the Commission in the | Columbia University, New York; |long-playing records. They are 
aat supplied by the expert wit- successful results to a compre-| changes which has proposed|‘“Pension and Profit Sharing | priced at $2.00 for the lecture by 








hensive project along these lines 


nesses for the parties. sa 
P in civil cases by members of the 


90sal, contained in Rule 59, con- 


shat has long been recognized t 
such proposals felt that the jury 





Commission Report. 
the Commis- 


in the Court 
The proposals of 


the hearsay 


exceptions should | 


Professor Anthoine, and $3.95 
each for the others: All four in 


Plans for the Small Business” 
and “Stock Options,’ by Walter 








come,” by Harry Janin, C.P.A.,'New York 36, N. Y. 





has emplated an opportunity for /€%@!_and medical profession in} sion correspond for the most | Slowinski, Washington attorney; | the present series may be pur- 
scia. f0SS-eXamination by the par- NeW York City under the auspic- | part to existing law, and are in “Depreciation,” by  Michael| chased for $12. 

r to vies. It was designed to overcome ©S Of the Ford Foundation. |sharp contrast to the teachings| Bachrach, C.P.A., Pittsburgh,| Headquarters of the organiza- 
ge The Commission in rejecting| of Wigmore, Morgan, et al. that | 22d “Exclusions from Gross In- | tion are at 550 Fifth Avenue, 
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y the writers as an outstand- 
ng weakness in the present|could give “undue weight” to}be considerably broadened.” It | pares 
ystem of presenting expert|the opinion of the court-ap-|is noteworthy in this connection | 
rarry yestimony to the jury. As long Pointed experts. This argument} that the commission would not |}j 
“sp, |3g0 as 1901, Judge Learned Hand, | Should be weighed against the/| apply its rule of relaxation (Rule | | 
"; |2 proposing that the present | Potential aid to court and jury|2(4)) to hearsay evidence. | ° / 
ystem of experts chosen exclu- | in the opinion of a non-partisan} a4 major difference appears in | Announcing = 
aie by the parties be modified, | expert Rule 63(1), the first proposed ex- | 
5 served as follows: The Commission has provided! ception to the general rule ex- | | : _ ae 
aie “That the present position is|that such experts can be ap-| cluding hearsay. The Court Com- |]! HARPER AND JAMES 
not satisfactory to anyone will,| pointed if the parties consent.| mittee recommended the adop- | 
I believe be admitted.” This, of course, is no departure | tion of the original draft of the | 
Since then there has been no} from the existing law. Uniform Rule to the effect that | THE LAW OF TORTS 








ffice. eft in many jurisdictions, in-| of the Uniform Rules in this | persons eee nt and available 

Ik luding New Jersey, to cope un-| section is the abolition of the| for cross-examination are ad- 
aided with the confusing pre-/ necessity of the hypothetical | missible if tl hey would have been Two of the world’s leading authorities provide not 
sentation of an array of oppos- | question by Rule 58. The hypo- | admissible if made by the dec- | fides f th —S oe 
‘ng experts whose opinions on | thetical question has also been | larant while testifying as a wit- only a full statement of the principles of the law 

_ Ppatters beyond the comprehen- | the subject of fervent criticism. | ness. This proposal would affect of torts but also a penetrating commentary based 

€Ss, dion of the jury are far apart. | Wigmore stated that: the existing law primarily in J X : 

ry 1, {This has brought about a con- “Its abuses have been so ob-| two respects: (1) prior consist- on both logic and social policy. 

deric sant demand for some method structive and nauseous that|ent statements of a witness on | 

t Mis fof presenting to the iury non- no remedy short of extirpa-|the stand in the present trial|}) pte seas avy 

unty Joartisan as well as partisan tion will suffice... The hypo-| would be generally admissible to |]} COMPLETE COVERAGE: 

1€- #-estimony.* thetical question, misused by| support his present testimony, | || 

his | The most common proposal by | the clumsy and abused by the | subject, of course, to the discre- ||| e INTENDED TORTS 

1 9 footh judges and _ interested clever, has in practice led to| tion of the trial judge under |] 

‘'S IN deroups has been that embodied intolerable obstruction of| Rule 45; (2) prior inconsistent | | e ACCIDENTS | 
a the Uniform Rule originally truth.” statements would be admissible | ]} 

——, 2roposed — the allowance of Other experts have also advo- | 2S evidence of the facts therein | e CONFLICT OF LAWS 
sourt-appointed experts to sup- cated its abolition 2 The pro-| Stated as well as to impeach |} ‘ ; eee acer. 
llement testimony supplied by |. © TIni P credibility. The Court Commit- |}- 3 VOLUMES — PRICE $60.00 | 
a P 7; +, | posal of Uniform Rule, adopted ; bezke | 
‘xperts called by the parties.” +. tne court Committee, did not | tee recommendation indicates | }| 
Professor Wigmore felt that prohibit its use by the parties, | that such a rule might be par- | For complete details write: 
modest as it seems, this exped- and provided | that. the judge ticularly helpful in the case of |} 
ent would remove most of the : fc at +3 ; ior identifications in criminal | }} 

might in his discretion require | Pr/0 eh | if | 
present abuses’.*® Actually the ‘ y ‘ |cases. Under our present law, |jj G A N N L A B O O K Ss | 


NCE: 





| to be written or | 
ness, (c) as an accurate record | 
of what he perceived, (d) at the | . 
Vl TWWLE INSURANCE [228 5oSee65 Investment Assistance 
thereafter and while the recol- | 
ik lection of the witness was still | r . 
| Attorneys faced with investment 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY a , , 
Exceptions to the hearsay rule | problems, for themselves and their 
= are usually based on necessity | 2 7 
or a special guarantee of trust- clients, frequently use the Inv estment 
worthiness. As the declarant un- Advisory Service of National State 
der the proposed rule of the Cre 
* ® * * Court Committee would be avail- | Bank of Newark. 
= able for cross-examination, the 
absence of which is the main 
RK reason for the untrustworthiness | Specific recommendations on se- 
_ of most Tesmesy ovidenes, the) curity transactions and custodian 
writers, including Wigmore, ave | : 
argued that the second test is| service are available for a single, 
met.” Furthermore, a statement | moderate fee. 
(Continued on page 8, col. 1) | 
NEW JERSEY REALTY “egies 8) 
1956). Accord 2 Wigmore, | 
: y T Y Department of Estates and Trusts 
TITLE IN SURANCE co. 395. 11968). cand ’ al 
mnt cpllested tn" McCormick, THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 
NEWARK 19 S.J.Super. 881 (App. | 810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 1, N. J. 
<NTON @ HACKENSACK e@ CAMDEN 
7 Jc RR ste ® FREEHOLD Other Offices in Orange, Irvington, Millburn-Short Hills and Newark 





general change; the jury is still, The other important proposal 


it. It also provided that the 
judge might require that an ex- 
testifying as to his 


proposal is by no means novel; 
there are 14th century cases 


ert before 
hich record the summoning of P 





Deve lopment of the 

















t, Evidence, Sec. 17 (1954) n 38 Col. L 370, n. 9 (1938) 
5 See e.g. Estate of Dolbeer, 2 Nev. 384 (1910); 



































statements previously made by 


prior consistent statements are 
only admissible in rape prosecu- 
tions and certain types of di- 
vorce actions” unless they meet 


“recent contrivance”’.” 











Hand, ‘Historical and Practical Con 2 Law & Con- = a | 
derations regarding Expert Testimony’ 3’ 408-411 (1935). | the requirement of “past recol- 
L. Rev. 40,52 (1901 1 le, Civ. Proc. S 871 : pe Ta 
ee aalbciiins Ge Scnscics te & Wee bint “title “36, | lection recorded or are of- 
Evidence, 645, n. 2 (1940); McCorr 9! Statutes are collected fered to meet the theory of a 
v Pet y $2 
27, 243 (1906); Report, Hor 787 (1916). See 
risprudence and Law R k, E (1954) The Commission recommends 
inerican Bar Association, 51 art U.S. 300 (1919). lati the r : i+ 
wrts, 435, 437. (1926) ; = 812 (1940) deletion of the rule and in its 
tstimony | Act, eae ss Ju Learned Hand in “Lectures place merely the codification of 
T xP edica rit gal T e ar Ass'n 1926);/| 4 + wt ge «& - 
A cn ly mick Some Observations Upon the| the doctrine of “past recollec- 
AQ. 304 (1951); Editorial, te. 1 Rule and Expert Testimony’’, 23 j ed” j | 
on of the Law of Evidence, 78 N.J.L.J Tex L ev 109 (1945): MaGuire & — ig Pages sh 
42 (195 Hahesy, ' site Proof of Basis for Ex-| elements would D é 
§ 2 Wigmor e, Evidence 648 940) ” pin 5 Vand. L. Rev. 432 (1952). statement. (b) written or caused 


signed by a wit- | 
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> 
New Jerse Cam Journal | New York City Bar Groups Protest Court's 89 Pass Attorneys Exam. , 
Y | Negligence Fee Schedule | cde 
: e Court last 
Established 1878 | New York (ACCN) — Attacks; recovery and that the lawyer’s | announced that 89 of ripe of 
JOSEPH HARRISON, Editor i the — — = at- | fee be taken out of the remain- | candidates for admission to the th 
|torney’s fees or negligence | ing amount. | Bar who took the October Attor- t 
; ASSOCIATE EDITORS rp ; | cases fixed by the Appellate di- | The committee unanimously | ney’s examination had tai in 
Vincent P. Biunno Israel B. Greene William P. Reiss | vision, First department, of the | recommended that the fees be | ed in passing. The new attor 
Charles B. Collins Ward J. Herbert Morris M. Schnitzer IN York S ; ton tek & th h ted | & i wo vOrneys7Z Pe 
Marshall Crowley John F. Lynch David Stoffer jew xor upreme court, lea-/| not ess an those suggested who have completed their clerk it 
Harold H. Fisher William Miller George Warren |tured a public hearing on the| by Referee Isidore Wasservogel ship requirements are beins a 
Richard F. Green Leon S. Milmed Willard G. Woelper fees here by the court. The at-|in a report to the Appellate di-| sworn in before the court this WwW 
Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor | tacks were made by six mem-| visions of the First and Second! morning. - sah! 
. | bers of a committee named by| departments. He had suggested is 
NEW pe ree ee, Be Se an co leading New York City bar|50 per cent on the first $2,000 of Those who passed are: stk 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N. J. | Sroups. | recovery, 40 per cent on recov- FRANK G. ABSALOM ope 
Mitchell 2-0075 The new fees, which go into/|eries between $2,000 and $10,000, ms ia = 
; - effect Jan. 1, provide for 50 per| and one-third on _ recoveries RICHARD BRUCE BILDER ‘Jat 
Aaron Skinder, Publisher cent compensation on the first above $10,000. One NORTON one nes 
Subscription Rate $1,000 of recovery, 40 per cent| A majority of the committee SAUL BOSEK + 
One Year - - - $7.50 on the next $2,000, 35 per cent) urged that no rule governing) WILLIAM 1 BOYAN ut 
Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, at the Post Office, on the next $22,000, 20 get cent | sch ee rl < BURTON te wore 
Newark, N. J., under the Act of March 3, 1879 on the next $25,000, and 15 per | on i PP liana £ Claas Noor 
cent on anything above that. | tion. ; as HARMAN R. CLARK ‘uct 
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 13, 1956 The committee members ar-| In concluding the hearing, | ROBERT B COOPERS SS ony 
| gued that the proposed fees were | Justice 2 ee poy pa JOHN CORINO a ie 
inadequate, discriminatory, suggested changes in the fee) ARMAND LAWRENCE D'aGostixo §14t 
EVIDENCE REVISION BY COOPERATION siete Sa auc ta a would be taken under | ROWERT F baNzicen va 
In its May 25, 1955 Report to the Supreme Court, the Committee | Fennelly said that the schedule consideration. “ans eee jefir 
on Revision of the Law of Evidence, of which Justice Jacobs is | @nored such factors as the con- | “MARTIN T. DURKIN ont: 
Chairman, touched upon the sensitive question of constitutional | “ngent nature of the fee, the Recommend Special | oe Se verte 
power in these words: - | wens and. their incrcassa| 'eainingForPoliceOn | rite, Mae 96 E 
“It has not been considered to be within the province awyers and their increased | Juvenile Problems | *ROGER FRIEDBAUER Ou 
of the Committee to determine which rules of evidence are overhead expenses. neu aa nan. 
procedural and thus within the rule-making power of the Members of the committee; Trenton — The New Jersey | SanEar Gere srov’ 
Supreme Court, and which are substantive requiring legis- were selected by the Assn. of the | state Bar Association’s commit- | DAVID M. GREENE of tl 
lative attention. It suffices to note that the authorities Bar of the City of New York, the | tee on juvenile delinquency will | noe 2 Ge sstec 
almost everywhere recognize that most are procedural.” New York County Lawyers Assn.,| recommend establishment of in- | Dal ieee - any 
Despite the ample footnote documentation of the last sentence, | and the Bronx County Bar Assn. | stitutes to train police officers | “JOHN Co HEAVEY Tee er any 
we anticipated controversy on classification of particular rules of | They were joined in their stand | on the legal aspects of the prob- ae ge ny a 
evidence within the procedural-substantive dichotomy and recom- | at the hearing by spokesmen for | Jem. PETER T. HRABER | ‘erm 
mended in the September 15, 1955 issue that the best solution was|the Brooklyn and Queens Bar|; The recommendation is con- | pine Sea neen 
“to have the legislature enact the Code as an entirety, and then|Assns. and representatives of} tained in a report to be submit- | cc . eh ifter 
have the Supreme Court adopt it as a whole.” various groups of trial lawyers.|teq by Joseph A. Rafferty of ‘LEON LESNIK other 
The General Council of the State Bar Association representing | Presiding Justice David W. PecK| Glen Ridge, committee chair- wien ft com vhic} 
all County Bar Associations more recently urged that “the revision | and five of six associate justices| man, at the Association’s mid- | hee is th 
of the Law of Evidence should be the joint undertaking and enter-; were on the bench for the hear-| year meeting tomorrow and DAVID MAUCRER  ™ latur 
prise” of the Court and the Legislature. | ing. | Saturday. The report declares: ROBERT EMMET MONAGHAN priva 
These suggestions for cooperative action, prompted by a desire} Harry A. Gair, one of the| “The local policeman, pound- | oe Jenene or bi 
to achieve a much-needed modernization of the Rules of Evidence | spokesmen for the New York| ing his beat, is the first official | JOSEPH M. NARDI, JR fore 
immunized against constitutional attack, have not received the|County Lawyers Assn., asserted|to come into contact with acts | [hasan C Oa close 
support of the Legislative Commission to Study the Improvement of | that fees should be high enough | of juvenile delinquency. Most of “CHARLES JOSEPH O'CONNOR vhicl 
the Law of Evidence, of which Judge Bigelow is Chairman. In its| “to make it economically worth | our municipalities have failed to | “STANLEY. PERWIN not 
recently published report, it urges that the Legislature alone has| while for a lawyer to invest | properly train their police to Tie & Se chat 
power to prescribe Rules of Evidence, including those normally | money, time and effort to obtain|deal with this social scourge. “JOSEPH R. PURCELL ture § 
classified as procedural. A chain of problems is opened by this | justice in a case that might be! Just as it is necessary to have mak RElCEEa iengag 
quotation from its Report: lost.” He questioned whether | specialized courts and properly eg ee REILLY, JR siona. 
“The suggestion has been made that some of the rules the court had given “adequate| trained people helping our *ALLAN ROBERT ROTH will r 
fall within the authority of the Legislature and some within study” to past verdicts and fees. | courts, so is it necessary that the plik * ee ident 
the orbit of the Court and that some rules should be divid- Another committee represen-| police be specially trained. ohh do 2. ae zaine 
ed between the two tribunals. In our opinion, the sugges- tative of the same bar group,| “The headlines clearly sub- | FRANK LAFAYETTE SCOTT rositi 
tion is unsound; a useful modernization and codification of Thomas Keogh, attacked the re- | stantiate this. Our children have | pe Allg | 5! gy der O 
the Law of Evidence must be an integrated whole, and must troactivity feature of the new/been carousing in neighboring *RUSSELL 8. SHARBAUGH, 78 way 
be the work of a single agency of the State, if only to avoid _—_| schedule under which the pro-| states. They have been driving RDWARD| A SILLIVAN ‘orme 
the dangers of omission, conflict and ambiguity. In this posed fees will apply to cases| at excessive rates of speed in| *RICHARD D._SKINDER sonal 
as in all matters, the Constitution should be so construed now pending. | their parents’ automobiles and WILLIAM PARKER SNEDEKER ness, 
that the powers granted can be exercised in actual practice. Two spokesmen for the Assn.|in the automobiles of others. tte jeer ae You 
There should be no concern over the inclusion in the Rules of the Bar, Fennelly and H. H.!| They have ganged up on a single | ROBERT SIDNEY TOBIN a thi 
of Evidence of provisions which, if considered separately, |Nordlinger, challenged other | traffic policeman on duty, mere- | GEORGE M. WEISSMAN sertec 
might appear to relate to ‘practice and procedure’ but provisions of the new fee list.|ly because he directed one of HENRY J. WNUKOWSKI nemk 
which are necessarily included in the Rules in order to Nordlinger in particular attack-| them to obey the signal. Riots] |” '2, ‘rest of ates cl viding 
make them complete and workable.” ed the regulation which would| have been staged among our : ~ | egisl 
This approach, if followed by the Legislature, portends years of | require disbursements incident-| school children. : nperiyn ape any § 
conflict over questions of power. Assuming a Code is enacted in the | al to preparation and trial of the, “It appears that the police OMmends that the Association J iivisi 
form proposed by the Commission, it will not be long before one or | case to come out of the lawyer’s|}command more respect from Prepare a pamphlet for police Jsyreg 
another section will be challenged as procedural and, therefore, | fee. bank burglars than they do departments, setting forth che imate 
not within the constitutional authority of the Legislature. Ulti-| He urged instead that these|from these teen-age terrorists.” law and regulations to be fol- The 
mately, these cases will reach the Supreme Court, which may or| costs be deducted from the total The Rafferty committee rec- lowed in juvenile cases. In sug- fyision 
may not follow the thinking of the Commission that promulgation | —_—_—_—_—_—_—_—_—_— . gesting police institutes on the assert 
of a modern, integrated law of evidence “must be the work of a| In the 1948 Revision of Title 28 of the United States Code, the re- | legal aspects of delinquency, th Poors ¢ 
single agency of the State.” Since the Commission concedes that | servation of Congressional authority is stated in Sec. 2072 as follows: Sroup cites similar seminars = appea 
some of the rules fall within “practice and procedure”, is it neces- “Such rules shall not take effect until they have been other problems for police off- Jpnose 
sary to plant at the very inception a seed which may turn into a reported to Congress by the Chief Justice at or after the cers, successfully sponsored DY J egisia 
weed,—i.e., that legislative power over evidence affecting substan- beginning of a regular session thereof but not later than Rutgers University, tie National Phaye 
tive rights necessarily includes the implied authority to devise an the first day of May, and until the expiration of ninety Conference of Christians and sions } 
integrated revision of evidence by regulating also the portions days after they have been thus reported.” Jews, the New Jersey Association J yartig 
relating to practice and procedure? We believe that on a problem Not a single instance has occurred of Congressional disap- Of Chiefs of Police and the stat fyarra 
which directly affects litigants and counsel in all of our courts, proval of rules or amendments thereto submitted by the Court. League of Municipalities empti 
the Bar should do all within its capacities to avoid this incipient | Apparently it has been satisfied with the product of the specialists “Our police must be acquaint- ] gardle 
and unnecessary power issue. functioning under its delegation. Bearing in mind the historical ed with their rights in the aP- j things 
The Newark Evening News, expressing what doubtless must be fact that the bulk of our law of evidence was judge-made, that | prehension of the juvenile de- 
the thinking of the general public with respect to the issue of understanding of its evolution and its present-day impact on the/linquent,’’ the report asserts. 
power as between the Court and the Legislature, concluded its) search for truth and justice requires specialized knowledge and | “They must be permitted to per- 
editorial of November 19 on the subject, thus: experience, and that the nature of the legislative process makes it| form their duties with the 
“Nevertheless, involved here are basic rights of liti- less flexible and more dilatory in remedying hardships that may | knowledge and the sureness that 
gants and defendants, rights which are the concern as well result from a statute-frozen code of evidence, we again urge co-|the law of this state is with Dey 
of the general public. It will seem to many laymen that operative action which might take this sequence: them. They must channel the : 
they are so vital that they should not be left either to the 1. Adoption by the Legislature of the Code recommended by | cases of juvenile delinquency Air 
Legislature alone or the court alone. The suggestion that the Commission with such revisions as may be indicated after| the proper authorities without j= 
there should be collaboration between the legislative and public hearings on the proposed code, the code as a whole to take fear of political reprisal of j=—— 
judicial branches deserves further exploration.” effect when accepted by Rule of the Supreme Court, and with a parental indignation!” | 
Nothing in the Constitution forbids cooperation between two | specific delegation to that Court of the authority to propose The committee report also 
coordinate branches of government on a problem of mutual | amendments. Such amendments would become effective ninety urges stiffening of motor vehi- | 
concern in the sense that the area of authority of each is not days after submission to the Legislature if not disapproved by it,|cle regulations affecting teen- | L. 
precisely defined and an integrated regulation is desirable. We| or earlier, if expressly adopted. age driving and recommends €%- |} 
have a distinguished precedent. After many years of effort by the 2. Following enactment of the Code with the modifications | pansion of staff and facilities for | 
American Bar Association, Congress in 1934 passed an Act enabling ; suggested, the Supreme Court could, within the framework of the; detention and reformation ' | 
the United States Supreme Court to promulgate rules governing | Judicial Conference, devise machinery for continuous observation | juvenile delinquents in countles/ qj) 
practice and procedure of the District Courts, with the limitation) and reporting of evidence problems not clearly or adequately|not adequately equipped | 
that such rules “shall neither abridge, enlarge, nor modify the | covered, and for careful study of the need and desirability of pro-| handle the growing problem.|4) 
substantive rights of any litigant.” The profession knows that the posing amendments. |Ano.her suggestion, which the/}) 
In the public interest a sense of accommodation is required | Association has advanced sever- |}! 


Advisory Committee’s initial draft was widely debated by the Bar, 
that the final draft presented to the Court in 1937 was trans- 
mitted to Congress with only minor changes and that in the absence 
of adverse action by Congress, these rules went into effect in 1938. 


| between the two governmental branches which will be furthered by | 


| promptings of the wisdom of self-restraint in asserting powers 
beclouded by doubts. 


al times in recent years, would 
|increase the number of juvenlleé 
| court judges in the state. 
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week 
e 155 of acting in any manner other 
O the than in the best interests of 
Attor- the public. If he acquires any 
ceed - interest adverse to his princi- 
rneys*’, pal, without a full disclosure, 
clerk it is a betrayal of his trust and 
being a breach of confidence. 
; thi 


badass 


While the law applicable to 
gublic servants is well stated in 
he statutes and decisions above 
-eferred to, nevertheless the 
ypes of conflict in interest that 
irise When members of the Leg- 
slature represent or hold inter- 
ests adverse to the interests of 
‘he State, are sometimes diffi- 
ult of determination. In other 
words, there seems to be a need 


Voor Statutory definition of con- 





tate 
int- 


de- 
ner- 
the 

‘hat 
vith 
the 

y w 
10ut 
or 


also 
ehi- 
en- 


juct that is not permitted, and 

‘et is within the meaning of the 
statutes and decisions above re- 
rred to. For instance, the State 
of New York has passed a statute 
jefining the ethics that should 
control a public officer in the 
serformance of his duties. Chap. 
396 P. L. 1954, Eff. Jan. 1, 1955. 

Our research discloses that 
many States have constitutional 
yrovisions that forbid a member 
of the Legislature to be inter- 
ested, directly or indirectly, in 
any contract with the State or 
any county thereof, authorized 
oxy any law passed during the 
‘erm for which he shall have 
geen elected or within one year 
after the expiration thereof. An- 
ther constitutional provision 
yhich is common to many States 
is that a member of the Legis- 
lature who has a personal or 
private interest in any measure 
or bill proposed or pending be- 
fore the Legislature shall dis- 
close the fact to the house of 
vhich he is a member and shall 
not vote thereon. Another is 
that no member of the Legisla- 
‘ure shall accept employment or 
ngage in any business, profes- 
sional or political activity which 
will require him to disclose con- 
idential information which he 
gained by reason of his official 
position or authority as a mem- 
ser Of the Legislature, or in any 
vay use such confidential in- 
‘ormation to further his per- 
sonal interests, whether busi- 
ness, professional or political. 
Your Committee believes that 
a third provision should be in- 
erted in a law applicable to 
nembers of the Legislature, pro- 
viding that no member of the 
Legislature shall appear before 
any State agency, department, 
livision, board, commission or 
jureau, by whatever name des- 
‘nated. 

The reason for the latter pro- 
vision is obvious. It has been 
asserted in the past that mem- 
vers of a State Legislature have 
appeared before public bodies 
whose members are subject to 
‘egislative confirmation, and 
have thereby influenced deci- 
sions in a manner destroying im- | 
partiality, and resulting in un- 
warranted privileges and ex- 
emptions for favored persons, re- 
gardless of the evidence. Such | 
things should not be tolerated. | 


Perhaps it would be wise to in- 
sert in an appropriate statute a 
provision that no member of the 
State Legislature directly or in- | 
directly should use his influence | 
for or against a decision by any | 
State agency, division, board or 
commission. It is obvious that 
such a provision would be de- | 
signed to secure decisions of 
matters pending before such| 
agencies on their merits without 
respect to friendship, influence, 
or like considerations. 

We have annexed to this Re- 
port and marked “Bill 1”, as re- 
quired by our appointment, a 
draft of a statute that relates 
to conduct of members of the 
Legislature. 

The purpose of this bill, fund- 
amentally, is to put members of | 
the Legislature on notice that | 
certain practices and procedures | 
are contrary to law. It is, of| 
course, impossible to anticipate | 
all possible violations of a stat- | 
ute. The main thing to be ac-| 
complished is to put a stop to! 
the use of confidential informa- | 
tion for the personal gain of any | 
member of the Legislature; to | 
prevent the sale of influence; | 
and to secure impartial decisions | 
from State instrumentalities and | 
agencies uninfluenced and un-| 
affected by the personal interest 
of any member of the Legisla- | 
ture. No member of the Legisla- | 
ture should be permitted to use | 
his position for his personal | 
gain or advantage whether that 
be the direct sale of his influ- 
ence or his services or by the 
use of subterfuge or personal 
corporations or partnerships or 
even by trading for his personal 
advantage on confidential in- 
formation that he has received 
in his official position as to the 
policies and intentions of the 
State or any agency thereof. 
This Committee recognizes, of 
course, that a member of the| 
State Legislature must, of neces- 
sity, receive income from sources 
other than his annual compens- 
ation from the State. However, 
in no event should any of this} 
income be derived from matters | 
where there is the slightest | 
possibility that the intervention 
of the Legislator on behalf of a| 
private client might result in a 
detriment to the public or an| 
undue preference for the client. 

Chapter 696 of the Public 
Laws of the State of New York 
of 1954, in its preamble, states: 

“A continuing problem of a 
free government is the main- 
tenance among its public ser- 
vants of moral and ethical 





standards which are worthy | Bureau, Condemnzation Commis- | 


and warrant the confidence of 
the people. The people are en- 
titled to expect from their 
public servants a set of stand- 


who serve them.” 

We believe that ihe enactment 
into law of the bill submitted 
herewith, will be in the public 
interest, and secure enforcement 
of the law that a public office 
is a public trust. 

Respectfully submitted, 
James D. Carpenter, 
Chairman 
Richard Amster 
William W. Evans 
Fred E. Shepard 
John R. Kelly 
Sidney Kirschen 
George B. Marshall 
Albert A. F. McGee 
William R. Morrison 
Godfrey W. Schroth 
Mark A. Sullivan 
Committee 
BILL 1 
An Act establishing standards of 
conduct for members of the Leg- 
islature in cases of conflict be- 
tween private interests and of- 
ficial duties. 

WHEREAS, it is part of the 
public policy of this State that 
members of the Legislature 
shall not act for or on behalf of 
persons, firms or corporations 
having interests adverse to the 
interests of the State in any 
matters involving the State of 
New Jersey, or disclose to any- 
one or use for personal benefit 
or advantage confidential in- 


formation gained by reason of! 


official position, therefore 

BE IT ENACTED by the Sen- 
ate and General Assembly of the 
State of New Jersey: 

1. No member of the Senate 
or General Assembly shall have 
an interest, either directly or in- 
directly, in any contract with 
the State, or any subdivision 
thereof, during his term of of- 
fice or in any contract author- 
ized by any law passed during 
the term for which he shall have 
been elected or within two (2) 
years after the expiration there- 


|of. For the purposes of this par- 


agraph, ownership of 2 (two) 
percent or less of the securities 


|of any corporation shall not be 
construed to constitute an in- 


terest. 

2. A member of the Legisla- 
ture who has a personal or pri- 
vate interest in any measure or 
| bill proposed or pending before 
the Legislature, shall publicly 
disclose the fact to the House 
of which he is a member, and 
shall not vote thereon. 

3. No member of the Legisla- 
ture shall either directly or'in- 
| directly appear before any State 
| Agency, Department, Division, 
| Board, Commission, Authority, 


sion, or other instrumentality 
of the State of New Jersey by 
|whatever name designated to 
lany cause, proceeding, applica- 


: : : . | 
ficial duties exists in those | 


Immigration and Naturalization 





Pursuant to the notice to the 

chairman of all Committees un- 
der date of October 29, 1956, I 
am sending the following report 
| of the Immigration and Natural- 
| ization Committee. 
Since the formation of this 
| Committee, we have met twice 
| at the New Jersey State Bar As- 
| sociation building, at Trenton. 
| A program was formulated, 
|enunciating the purpose and 
| Sanction of the Committee. 

The purpose of this Commit- 
| tee was to assist the members 











of the New Jersey State Bar 
Association to keep up with the | 
ever increasing changes of the 
Immigration and Naturalization 
Laws from time to time. This 
phase of the Law has become 
|increasingly important because 
|of the world situation and since 
| Newark, New Jersey was declar- 
ed a Regional Office for the 
State of New Jersey by the De- 
partment of Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

This Committee will channel 
through the Bar of the State of 
New Jersey, prepare publica- 
tions, bulletins, notices and 
memorandas concerning Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Laws. 
The Committee will assign, upon 
request from the various county 
Bar Associations, speakers who 
will deal with the subject of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
A Committee, chaired by Amer- 
igo D’Agostino, Esquire, of New- 
ark, New Jersey will honor any 
requests for such speakers. 

The Committee was informed 
at its September meeting by Dr. | 
Emma E. Dillon, Secretary of the | 
New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion that a forum sponsored by 





the Committee could not be in- 
cluded in the mid-winter season 
since the program was already 
formulated. However, the Com- 
mittee was assured of a place in 
the program of the May Conven- 
tion, at which time the Commit- 
tee will sponsor a forum for 
the benefit of the membership of 
the New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation. 

It is pleasing to note that the 
New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion is the first Bar Association 
to have a permanent Committee 
on Immigration and Naturaliz- 
ation. 

Amerigo D’Agostino 
Constantine Donato 
Milton S. Kramer 
Albert Rathblott 
Edward V. Ryan 
John Lloyd, Jr. 
Samuel W. Strauss, 
Chairman 
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ards above the morals of the| tion or other matter involving 
market place. A public official/ any award, license, contract, 
of a free government is en- | certificate, ruling, decision, opin- 
trusted with the welfare,/ion, rate schedule, franchise, 
prosperity, security and safe-| claim or other benefit. 

ty of the people he serves. In | 4. No member of the Legisla- 
return for this trust, the peo- | ture shall directly or indirectly 
ple are entitled to know that | accept employment or engage in 
no substantial conflict be-|any business, professional or 
tween private interests and of- | political activity which will re- 





| quire him to disclose confiden- 





| tial information which he gain- 
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ed by reason of his official posi- 
tion or authority as a member 
| of the Legislature, or in any 
| way use such confidential in- 
|formation to further his per- 
| Sonal interests, whether busi- 
{mess, professional or political. 

| 5. Any person convicted of vi- 
lolating this statute shall be 
| guilty of a misdemeanor and in 
addition to the punishment pre- 
scribed for such offense shall be 
forever disqualified from hold- 
ing any office or position of 
honor, trust or profit under this 


State. 





State Bar Mid-Year Meeting 
Hotel Berkeley-Carteret 
Asbury Park, 
December 14 and 15 








Ever noticed how people with a half hour te 
spend usually spend it with people who haven't? 
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neither your time nor ours. A major function 
of our service is promptness. We appreciate 
what it means to you to get that report on time 


eut delay. 


and your client. 











—the policy delivered at the closing—the legiti- 
mate claim on an insured title, settled with- 
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STATE BAR COMMITTEE REPORTS... 


Legal Service To The Armed! Practice and Procedure In 
Forces District and Municipal Courts 





Robert S. Snevily, President of | 
our State Bar Association, ap- | 
pointed the members of this) 
committee on August 8, 


The committee has met on a 
number of occasions and has 
undertaken a great amount of 
work. At this session it has com- 
pleted only a recommendation 


1956. | 
Since then numerous requests | 
for legal service have been re-| to the following matters. 
ceived. Each has been accorded 1. Rule 7:8-2 be amended so 
prompt and thorough attention.| that the same shall read as fol- 
The purpose of this commit- | lows: 

tee is to give legal aid to the (a) A demand for jury shall 
members of the armed forces)», made in writing and filed 
who cannot afford counsel and| with the clerk, at the principal 
wr their families where warrant- |location of the court, not later 
ed. It is designed to supply legal | han 10 days after the ti 

aid to those who cannot pay, or nan Gays atver tie Hime pro- 
in emergency to give advice and vided for the defendant to ap- 
aid others until they are able | Pear or answer; or in the case of 
to hire counsel. This is part of | 4 counterclaim the plaintiff may 
a national program in which the | demand a jury not later than 10 
American Bar Association and | days after the time provided for 
all State and many local Bar AS- | the service of a defensive plead- 


sociations participate and it has ing to such counterclaim; or in 

— os we —— 4M- cases transferred from the su- 

Sortant ¢ yaluable public re- 

a oo ee P perior court or county court 

lations medium. : : ; 
; pursuant to Rule 4:3-4, [not 


For many years the Honorable |} / 
later than 10 days after the cer- 


David I. Stepacoff of our N. J.} 
Legislature headed this commit- tified copy of the order of trans- 
tee and rendered outstanding | fer is received and filed by the 
service as such to the Associa-| clerk of the county district 
tion. court] the order of transfer 
Edwin Segal, Chairman shall specifically provided for 
James F. Patten trial by jury or waiver of trial 
Vice-Chairman py jury and no further demand 


William H. Wells, 
Vice-Chairman 
A. Williams, 
Vice-Chairman 
Joseph A. Lazarow 


or order shall be necessary un- 
less prior to the entry of order 
of transfer, trial by jury has al- 
ready been waived, as provided 
in Rules 4:39-3 and 4:40-3. In 


Peter 


Marvin D. Perskie landlord and tenant, small 
Leonard Rothman claims, and forcible entry and 
detainer cases, the demand 


Joel A. Mott 

Francis G. Reuss 
Robert A. McKinley 
Frank L. Johnson, Jr. 
Paul B. Thompson 
Philip J. Faherty 
Edward J. Leadem 
George Warren 
Robert M. Frisch 
Louis R. Aikins 
Louis R. Lombardino 
William H. Huber 


shall be filed and the fee paid 
by the demanding party at least 
1 day before the return day of 
the summons. 


Reasons; 

The rule places upon the at- 
torneys for any of the parties 
the additional obligation of 
again demanding a trial by jury 
where it has already been made 
in the upper court cause. The 
right to make such a demand is 
limited by the rule to 10 days 


William W. Evans. Jr. from the time when “The certi- 
: ae fied copy of the order of trans- 

ard Nicol > : : 5 
eeeene uo - = fer is received and filed by the 
John William Fritz clerk of the county district 
William M. Cox court’. In order to properly ad- 
Russell T. Kerby, Jr. here to the rule, the parties in- 


Howard W. Swick volved must follow the transfer 





Robert A. Pin order to see that it is (a) made, 
SE (b) received by the district court 
OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE clerk, and (c) filed by the dis- 


clerk. The practice of 


APPRAISER trict court 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, the district court presently is 
satan teaae 6 coeds a that upon the receipt of said 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — order the clerk notifies all par- 
M. R. LANES ties and generally refers to this 

= es rertt odiaaies rule for adherence thereto. How- 
ever, if the right to a trial by 





jury should depend upon any of 
these fort 1itous oap mere ougie 


Maa 





es 1U 
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; committee and by 


contingencies as discussed here- 


in. 

The above’ suggestion has | 
been submitted to the Rules| 
Committee of the Association | 
for action by it. 

2. An excerpt from the min- 
utes of one of 
self-explanatory. 

“Numerous complaints 
been received from 


have 


trates in the disposition of the 
calendar and feel that too many 
Magistrates disregard item num- 
ber six and place in advance 
thereof such matters involving 
witnesses who in the Magis- 
opinion are entitled to 
y over attorneys. Both At- 
and Magistrates should 
attention called to 
rule so that proper 
adherence thereto can be had. 
It is suggested that this matter 
be called to the Administrative 
Director for whatever attention 
he may desire to give this mat- 
ter 

A greater annoyance was 
raised by the question of a de- 
fendant being reauired to appear 
at a Magistrate 


trate’s 
priorit 
torneys 
have their 
the whole 


occasions, when on the first ap- 
pearance (generally the return 
date of the summons) the com- 
plaining witnesses (usually po- 
lice) are not in court. In such 
matters the Magistrate refuses 
to proceed with the matter un- 
less all witnesses are in court 
and thereupon adjourns that 


matter to some future date re- 
quiring the defendant to make 
two appearances regardless of 
guilt or innocence. The commit- 
tee therefore, suggests that 
legibly imprinted on the sum- 
mons should appear an addi- 
tional note advising any de- 
fendant of his right to contest 
the matter and allowing him a 
period of time after the issu- 
ance of the summons within 
which to notify either the Clerk 
or the Court of his intention to 
require a hearing on the matter 
and the Clerk or Court shall no- 
tfiy all parties in interest of a 
time and place for the hearing, 
at which time all parties shall 
be required to appear for ul- 
timate disposition of the matter. 
In such cases, the return date 
as appears on the summons, 
should not be the controlling 
date, for it may be impossible 
within the time limitation set 
by eaggen return date to arrange 
for a notification to all parties 
in inte for the full hearing. 
Police Officers who require or 
advise persons to be present at 
a hearing, should note the names 
and addresses of such persons, 


erest 


so as to permit the Clerk of the 
Court to communicate with 
those persons in the event that 


than the return 
mmons has been 


a date other 


date on the su 





set for the hearing. The commit- 
tee has recommended that a let- 
ter in this respect be forwarded 
to the Administrati ve Direc- 
since the committee has 
vised that this is a mat- 


reat concern throughout 
is presently being 
vy the Administrative 
This is to be done so 
advise him of the interest 
connection 





ttee in 


is commi 
this matter.” 
Siich + lo+ hac hes ¢ 
suc a letter nas veen for- 
the Administrative 


been recommended 
75-4 be amended by 
: the existing rule Para- 
graph A and adding Paragraph 
B as follows: 

“W here an appearance en- 
tered it shall include, in an in- 
formal but distinct manner, the 
reason or reasons for the de- 
fense.” This is the same amend- 
ment proposed heretofore by the 


'S 





a 
ng 


is 


tion and which was not favor- 
ably acted upon by the Supreme 
Court. In the recent study by 
the committee appointed by the 
Supreme Court, it made refer- 


the meetings is | 


attorneys | i yauch, Jr., 


who feel that Rule 8:13-8 is not | 
being adhered to by the Magis- | 


*s hearing on two! 


the associa- | 


— 


Delegates to A.B.A. 

urging him to nominate for ap- 
pointment to judicial office only 
the best qualified lawyers or 
judges available without regarq 
to their political affiliations. jy 
| appears that this resolution was 

a factor in President Eisenhower 
recently appointing to the Sy. 
preme Court of the United States 
The Honorable William J. B 
nan, Jr., of the New Jersev Sy 
preme Court. New Jersey is very} 
proud of the recognition given 
to Justice Brennan and the 
American Bar Association is very 
grateful to the President 
United States for complying x 
the recommendations cont C 
in the above resolution. The E Fed- 
eral Judiciary Committee of ‘he 
American Bar Association for 
the first time exerted a great in- 
fluence in connection with the 
appointment of Justice Brennan 
We hope that this procedure 
be followed in the future. 

The report of the Members} 
Committee was. very gratifving 
in that the Chairman reported 
membership in the Ameri 
Bar Association in excess 
85,000, being an increase of over 
30,000 members during the t 
year. This great increase in 
membership was due to the ter- 
rific drive by the Committee and 
the splendid cooperation of ¢} 
members of the Association. It 
is the hope of the new Presiden: 
of the Association that the 
membership will go over the 
100,000 mark during the presen: 
year. 

One of the most controver 
matters before the House o! 
Delegates was the recommenda- 
tion that a section of Negligence 
and Workmen’s Compensation 
Law be established by the Ass 
iation. The members of the 
surance section were against the 
proposal while many of the 
members of the Association were 
in favor of the establishment of 
such a section. After consider 
able debate the House approved 
a report of the Board of Gov- 
ernors recommending that the 
proposal be recommitted to the 
Board for further hearing and 
study and to report to the House 
as soon as practicable. The Pr res 
ident has appointed a co - 
tee to conduct hearings per 
these hearings were held at the 
American Bar Center beginn 
October 25, 1956, at which i 
all persons interested could be 
heard. 

The Board of Editors of 
American Bar Journal was au- 
thorized to publish a four-page 
col. 4 


The Annual Meeting of the 
| House of Delegates of the Amer- 
| ican Bar Association was held at 
| the Statler-Hilton Hotel in Dal- 
| las, Texas, from August 27 to 
| August 31, 1956, i.:clusive. 

New Jersey was represented at 
|this meeting by Sylvester C. 
Smith, Jr., State Delegate; John 
mes D. Car- 
K. Bell, State 








penter and Rober' 
Bar Delegates. 
The New Jersey Law Journal 
carried a rather full report on 
many of the matters acted upon 
by the House of Delegates so 
that this report covers only a 
few of the important matiers 
considered at the meeting 
One of the most important 
matters acted upon was the re- 
port of the Federal Judiciary 
Committee, which was a resolu- 
tion directed to the incoming 
President of the United States, 


Of the 





ence to this suggested change 
and passed it with the observa- 
tion that no additional reasons 
appearing for the amendment, 
it (the Supreme Court Commit- 
tee) did not again recommend 
the change. This committee has 
felt that the reasons for recom- 
mending the changes in the first 
place were substantial. It is of 
course difficult to possess a po- 
sition not knowing the opposing 
view. No reason has ever been 
assigned, to the committee’s 
knowledge, for the rejection of 
the proposed change with the 
possible exception of the refer- 
ence to the fact that the District 
Court is “A poor man’s court” 
The committee feels that the 
Small Claims division of the 
District Court is the poor man’s 
court, but that the District Court 
with its present unlimited juris- 
diction in some matters no 
longer becomes a poor man’s 
court. Recent changes in juris- 
dictional limits of the court, that 
is to say, $1000.00 in all actions 
and $3000.00 in actions arising 
out of automobile accidents, un- 
limited jurisdiction in damage 
Suits arising under rent over- 
charges have been effected. It is 
also anomalous to have a matter 
transferred from the Upper 
Court into the District Court be- 
cause Of its jurisdictional equal- 
ity wherein the full benefit of 
pleadings have been afforded 
that action, to be tried side by 
side with an action by the same 
court to which the benefits as 
herein suggested are not pro- 
vided. 

4 it suggested that 7:9-4 
be amended so as to conform to 
Rule 4:56-2(c) albeit the four 
month period as provided for in 
7:9-4 may stay undisturbed if 
that is the desire of the court. 
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Reconciliation 


(Continued from page 1) 


mless the invitation to attend 
; ignored or refused. However, 
acidental reference to such 
jower may properly be made in 
ne Master’s letter. 
The Reconciliation Master: 
to be appointed by the Su- 
xyeme Court. At the outset of 
he program, only two will be 
zamed. Membership in the bar 
not a necessary qualification 
they must be and 
xperienced in family and mar- 


n 
























jage counselling. Full time 
ervice is to be required and they 
re not to engage in any other 
zinful pursuit. Their tenure 
grill be at the pleasure the 
gurt which will also fix their 
mpensation. 
Whenever a defendant cannot 
served personally in New 
fersey, will not acknowledge 
rvice and must be ser by 
sudlication, if his out of state 
;ddress is Known the i tation 
attend such a confer will 
xtended to him or ] is in 
> case of resident defendants, 
‘ept that such defendant will 
e assured of immunity from 
rvice of process while coming 
during and departing from 
conference. 
Every effort is to be made at 
conference by the Master to 
rk out a reconciliation be- 
een the parties. However, it is 
f the essence of the procedure 
hat this be done by means of 
versuasion and_ reason The 
lightest evidence of coercion 
uresSs or overpowering 
nent would necessarily destroy} 
social utility of the pro- 
ram. In connection with the 
onduct of the conference, the 





faster may call upon for advice 
ind assistance, such appropriate 
‘eligious groups, public or pri- 
ate social agencies or probation 
fices as he may deem necessary 
r expedient. 

If a reconciliation is effected, 
ne Master will note that happy 
esult and cause the transfer of 


he action to an inactive status 

there it will remain for 6 

nonths. At the end of that time 
no other proceedings 


are 
aken the complaint will be dis- 
nissed without prejudice 
The conferences are to 
‘rely privileged. When they 
mcluded, all notes I 
lust be destroyed. For stati 
urposes data may be re 
ut only to the extent that it 
an be done without the u: 


pe 
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CAPA AA CER NNR 


a 


WANT 
SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


other means of identifying the | 


person or persons involved. 

Whenever reconciliation is not 
accomplished and the confer- 
ence is terminated, the plaintiff 
must file and serve upon the de- 
fendant or his attorney an 
amended complaint within 20 
days thereafter. This complaint 
will have to follow the regular 
form now required for the par- 
ticular type action 
Then it will be necessary for the 
defendant to answer or counter 
claim in the usual way and the 
action will proceed to trial as in 
the ordinary case. 

It not contemplated that 
the rules shall operate to bar 
in application for a writ of ne 
exeat attachment in proper 
"aSes to preclude any pen- 
dente relief by way of ali- 
mony or maintenance or support 
children. However, it is the 
intent and purpose, and espec- 
ially the hope, of the Court that 
except in emergent cases such 
‘elief will not be sought until 
the reco confer- 


ids 


se 


or 
nor 


lite 
si UC 


tor 


iter 
ence. 

The Supreme Court invites the 
the bar and others 


embers of 

o study the following rules de- 
igned to accomplish the pro- 
posed procedure and to submit 
any comments or suggestions 
ther to the Committee on Re- 
conciliation at its meeting on 
December 14th or by sending 
them to the Administrative Di- 
rector of the Courts, State 


House Annex, Trenton. 
PROPOSED RULES 

RR 1:1-7 

The court may appoint stand- 
ing masters, who shall not, while 
in office, engage in the practice 
of law or other gainful pursuit. 

For the purpose of effectuat- 
ing Rule 4:94A, the court may 
appoint standing masters to be 
assigned to matrimonial vicin- 
ages 1 and 3 and 4 of the chanc- 
ery division of the superior court 
to conduct reconciliation con- 
ferences in those matrimonial 
causes where the venue is laid 
in Bergen, Hunterdon, Mercer, 
Middlesex, Monmouth, Ocean, 
Passaic, Somerset, Sussex or 
Warren counties. Such persons 
need not be members of the bar 
but shall be trained and exper- 
ienced in family and marriage 
counselling. They shall devote 
their full time to such service 
and while in office shall not en- 
gage in any other gainful pur- 
suit. Such masters shall serve at 


the pleasure of the court and, 
their compensation’ shall be 
fixed by the court. 

RR 4:4-2 


a) The summons shall be in 
the name of the State, shall be 
signed in the name of the clerk 
and directed to the defendant, 
shall contain the name of the 
court and the plaintiff and the 
name and address of the plain- 
tiff’s attorney, if any, otherwise 
plaintiff’s address and the 

within which these rules 
require the defendant to serve 
his answer upon the plaintiff or 
his attorney, and shall notify 
the defendant that in case of his 
failure to do judgment by 
default may be rendered against 
him for the relief demanded in 
the complaint. It shall also in- 
form the defendant that he shall 

and proof of ser- 





the 


dion 
time 


sO, 


file his answer 
vice thereof in duplicate with 
the clerk of the court in accord- 
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involved. | 


| ance with the rules of civil prac- 
| tice and procedure. 

(b) In actions instituted under 
| Rule 4:94A the summons shall 
notify the defendant that he is 
required to serve the plaintiff or 
his attorney, and to file with the 
Clerk of the Court, an acknow- 
ledgment of the service of pro- 
cess or a notice of appearance 
within 20 days after the service 
of summons and complaint, and 
that in case of his failure to do 
| so, judgment may be rendered 
| against him for the relief de- 
|manded in the complaint. The 
|summons shall notify the de- 





| fendant also that following the} 


| filing of such acknowledgment 
of service or appearance a pre- 
trial conference will be held to 
discuss reconciliation, support 
and related problems with an of- 
ficer of the Court. 
4:29-1 Pretrial Conferences 

(a) In ‘ontested action 
except an tion divorce, 
nullity of or separate 
maintenance, subject to 


for 
oe 


and 


Rule 4:94A, and only as may be 
practicable in an action brought 
in a summ manner under 
Rule 4:85, t -ourt shall direct 
the attorney the parties to 


appear before for a confer- 
ence in open court to: 
etc. as in present rule. 
Rule 4:94A (New) 
Actions Involving Minor Child- 
ren; Reconciliation; Standing 
Masters 


(a) This rule shall govern any 


actions for divorce, nullity of 
marriage or separate mainten- 
ance when the venue is laid in 


Bergen, Hunterdon, Mercer, Mid- 
dlesex, Monmouth, Ocean, Pas- 
saic, Somerset, Sussex or Warren 
counties. 

(1) Where there are minor 
children of the marriage; or 

(2) Where there are no minor 
children and the plaintiff, by en- 
dorsement on the complaint, 
states that the action is brought 
pursuant to this rule. 

(b) In actions governed by this 
rule: 

(1) The complaint shall be in 
the form prescribed by the rules 
of civil practice, except that the 
plaintiff shall allege in general 
terms the cause of action for 
divorce, nullity or separate main- 
tenance, as the case may be, to 
wit: 

divorce: 

or ¢. 
nullity: N. J. S. 2A:34-la, b, ec, 

d, e, f, or g (in the last case 

specifying generally the 

ground, such as: fraud). 

separate maintenance: N. J. S. 

2A:34-24. 

No particulars of such cause of 
action shall be recited or speci- 
fied therein. The complaint shall 
pray for the relief sought, name- 
ly, divorce, nullity or separate 
maintenance, alimony, ete., and 
in actions under Rule 4:94A(a) 
(2) a specific prayer for a re- 
, conciliation conference shall be 
included. 

(2) The names and ages of the 
children of the marriage shall 
be set forth, as well as their ex- 
isting situation with respect to 
custody. 

(c) The form of summons to 
be issued upon the filing of the 
short form of complaint de- 
scribed in this rule shall notify 
the defendant that he is required 
to serve upon the plaintiff or his 
attorney and to file with the 
Clerk of the Court a notice of 
appearance within 20 days after 
the service of the summons and 
complaint; and that in case of 
his failure to do so, judgment 
may be rendered against him 
for the relief demanded in the 
complaint. The summons shall 
also notify the defendant that 
fo'lowing the service and filing 
of such appearance, or on fail- 
ure to do so within the 20 day 
period, a pretrial conference will 
be held to discuss reconciliation, 
support and similar problems 
with an officer of the Court. 

(d) The defendant shall serve 
and file an acknowledgment of 


N. 2: S. 
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service or a notice of appear- | 


ance within 20 days after the 
service of the summons and com- 
plaint upon him. No answer to 
the complaint or a counterclaim 
may be filed until after the filing 
and service of an amended com- 
plaint as provided by this rule. 


(e) Upgn the filing of an ac- 


knowledgment of service or a} 


notice of appearance or upon 


the expiration of 20 days from | 


the service of summons, if no 
such notice of appearance is 
filed, in lieu of the procedure 
prescribed by Special Rule 4, the 
Clerk of the Court shall send the 
duplicate copy of the complaint 
and record of service to the 
standing master assigned for the 
vicinage in which the matter 
would be tried. The standing 
master shall promptly set one 
or more conference dates for 
each matter, and by a suitable 
form of notice or letter he shall 
request each of the parties to 
attend such a conferenee or con- 
ferences for the discussion of re- 
conciliation, support and related 
matters. 

Whenever a defendant has not 
been served personally within 
the State of New Jersey or has 
not voluntarily appeared in the 
action, the master shall (if the 
address is known) invite him or 
her to attend the conference 
with the assurance that he or 
she shall be immune from the 
service of process while coming 
to, attending and leaving the 
conference. 

(f) The standing master, by 
such means as may be appropri- 
ate to the case, including the 
utilization of the facilities of 
probation offices, public or pri- 
vately supported social service 
agencies, or of any _ religious 
group, Shall seek to effectuate a 
reconciliation of the parties to 
the marriage, and to provide ad- 
vice and guidance with respect 
to the social and personal ad- 
justments required to avoid fur- 
ther marital discord. The stand- 
ing master may exercise the 
power of subpoena (RR 4:54) 
whenever in his discretion the 
purposes of this rule will be 
served thereby. 

(g) If a reconciliation is ef- 
fected, the standing master shall 
immediately prepare a notice of 
reconciliation which shall set 
forth a brief abstract of the pro- 
ceedings before the master, the 
results thereof, and a request to 
transfer the matter to inactive 
status. Each of the parties, or his 
attorney, shall indicate his 
agreement to the notice by en- 
dorsement thereon, and upon 
such endorsement the master 
shall file the notice with the 
Clerk of the Court. The action 
shall thereupon be transferred 
to inactive status, and if no 
further proceedings are taken 


within six months of the filing of 
|/a notice of reconciliation, the 
action shall be dismissed with- 
out prejudice. An action trans- 
ferred to inactive status pursu- 
ant to this rule may be reactiv- 
ated by the plaintiff not less 
than 90 days after the filing of 
a notice of reconciliation, by the 
filing and service of an amended 
complaint, which shall be in the 
form of a complaint prescribed 
for matrimonial actions gener- 
ally. The action shall then pro- 
ceed in the regular course pre- 
scribed for matrimonial actions 
following the filing of a com- 
plaint, except that another sum- 
mons shall not be required. 

(h) Reconciliation proceedings 
may be terminated by the stand- 
ing master at any time by a 
notice of termination which he 
may file with the Clerk of the 
Court and serve by mail upon 
each of the parties. Reconcilia- 
tion proceedings may also be 
terminated by the Court, upon 
application of either party by 
motion with supporting affidavit 
but without briefs made at any 
time not less than two months 
after the filing of the short form 
complaint. Whenever such a 
notice is served and filed by the 
master or order of termination 
made by the Court, the plaintiff 
shall within 20 days of such ser- 
vice or the date of such order 
file and serve an amended com- 
plaint, which shall be in the 
form of complaint prescribed for 
matrimonial actions generally; 
and the action shall proceed in 
the regular course prescribed for 
such actions following the filing 


(Continued on page 9, col. 1) 
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nearer to the event is more in- 
clined to be accurate. Our law 
has not yet liberally recognized 
the use of prior inconsistent 
statements of witnesses as sub- 


with the proposals of the Court 
Committee, but an increase in 
such recognition has long been 
urged by leading authorities.” 
Objections that the rule would 
open the door to bolstering the 
witness by too numerous con- 
sistent statements might be met 
by a liberal application of the 
discretionary powers of the 
judge to exclude under Rule 45.” 

A middle ground between the 
position of the modern writers 
and that of the Commission ap- 
pears in 
McCormick which he calls a 
“half way course on the road to 
progress” and which would re- 
quire that the witness acknow- 
ledge that he made the 
statement or that it be proved 
to have been written or signed 
by him.” The codification pro- 
posed by the Commission may be 
particularly susceptible to criti- 
cism in that it does not even 
include all those instances in 
which such statements are re- 
cognized by present law to be 
admissible. 

Exception (3) to Rule 63 ad- 
mits depositions and prior testi- 
mony under certain circum- 
stances. The Commission has 


_| against 


a criminal defendant 
who was not a party to the prior 


| action might violate the right of 


confrontation. The Commission 
would allow such testimony only 
in civil cases and when offered 


, | by defendant in criminal cases. 
stantive evidence in accordance | 


The latter broadens the possible 
modification suggested by the 
Committee. It is arguable that 
the state in a criminal case 
should be allowed to introduce 


| prior testimony of its unavail- 


able witnesses given at a previ- 
ous trial of the same defendant 
upon the same indictment. This 
would have been allowed under 
(b) (ii) of the Uniform Rule as 
originally drafted, but not un- 
der the present modification. 


|Further redrafting of the rule 


a proposal of Professor | 
| Rule 


must be in order. 

The Commission has narrowed 
63(4) to exclude statements 
of unavailable declarants which 
the judge finds were made in 


| good faith when the matter had 


prior | 


narrowed the scope of (b) (ii) to 
meet the fears expressed in the! 


Court Committee report* that 
admission of prior testimony 
so) See Learnad Hand in Dicarlo v. United 
s 6 F.2d 36 368 (2nd Cir. 1925); 3 
Wigniore 1018 (1940); Falk 

r rh and Its Exceptions’’, 





49 ff (1954). 

i Hearsay’’, 10 Rutgers L 
Rev. 620, 622 (1956) 

Pvidence (1954) 

t Report, p. 127 


R2 
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recently perceived and 
when the defendant’s recoll 
tion was clear. The deleted pro- 
posal of the Court Committee 
and the drafters of the Uniform 
Rules was considerably less 
sweeping than the approach of 
the Model Code which would 
have admitted all declarations 
on personal k.owledge by un- 
available declarants. Judges 
have recignized that it may be 
desirable to admit such state- 
ments in that they have an ele- 


been 


ec- 


ment of trustworthiness al- 
though they traditionally have 
been held inadmissible. The 


leading writers favor such a 
liberalizing of the exceptions in 
the case of unavailable witnesses 
with the approach adopted by 
the Court Committee as a first 
step.” 

The Commission has in Rule 
63(5) narrowed the exception of 
“dying declarations” as proposed 
by the Court Committee and the 
drafters of the Uniform Rules, 
so that the dying declaration 
must be made with respect to the 
fatal event. It is not clear why 
relevant declarations which are 
not made with respect to the 
fatal event should be less trust- 
worthy than those that are so 
made. It may be argued that 
there is no justification in policy 
for the restriction, and that its 
vagueness may invite appellate 
litigation. 

The Commission h 
changes in Rule 63(6) in the 
types of threats or promises 
which render a confession inad- 
missible against the accused. 


made 


as 
’ 


These threats and promises are 
to be ones ‘‘concerning action to 


be taken by a public official” and 
“likely to cause the accused to 
make such a statement falsely.” 
The drafters of the Uniform 
Rules and the Court Committee 
had also required that the ac- 
tion threatened or promised must 
be “with reference to the crime” 
and “be made by a person whom 
the accused reasonably believed 
to have the power or authority 
to execute the same.” The ef- 
fect of the Commission’s chang- 
es, then, is to broaden the scope 
of confessions which would be 
held inadmissible. 

The Commission has proposed 
substantial change in the di- 


a 
rection of existing law with re- 
spect to Rule 63/9) (vicarious 


The Uniform Rule, 


admissions). 
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recommended for adoption with- | stantive evidence.” 


out change by the Court Com- 


|mittee, would abandon the re- 


quirement of our present law} 
that the statement of an agent, 
to be admissible in evidence as 
an admission of the principal, 
must have been made in the 
scope of the agent’s authority. 
It would merely require that the 
agent’s statement relate to a 





| 


matter within the scope of his} 
| 


duty 


employment relationship. The 


and be made during his | 


Committee rejects this proposal | 


and advocates retention of our 
present law. The position of the 


Commission accords with tradi- | 


tional law and 


probably the| 


majority of jurisdictions today, | 
|excluded these under Rule 45. 


while the Court Committee posi- 
tion is that supported by the 
trend in 
the writers. 

The Commission in Rule 63(9) 
makes a minor change in adopt- 
ing the federal rule that declar- 
ations of a co-conspirator must 
be “in furtherance of the plan”. 
This is probably the present 
New Jersey rule.” The Court 
Committee had accepted the or- 
iginal draft of the Uniform Rule 
providing merely that the con- 
spiracy be in progress when the 
declaration was made. 

In Rule 63(10) (declarations 
against interest) the Commis- 
sion, contrary 
mendations of the Court Com- 
mittee and the drafters of the 
Uniform Rules, advocates main- 


8 


the declarant be unavailable, ex- 
cept when (Rule 63(9) ) one of 
the issues 
against whom the statement is 
offered and the proponent of 
the evidence of the statement is 
“a legal liability of the declarant, 
and the statement tends to es- 
tablish such liability.” The mod- 
ern writers support the position 
of the Court Committee that no 
gain in trustworthiness or other 
useful purpose is served by re- 
quiring that the declarant be 
unavailable as a witness.* The 
Commission has, however, re- 
tained one change in existing 
law in the Uniform Rules, name- 
ly that one exception would ap- 
ply to declarations against penal 
and social as well as pecuniary 
interest. 

In Rule 63(15) (Reports and 
Findings of Public Officials) the 
Commission has accepted a poss- 
ible modification suggested by 
the Court Committee to the ef- 
that findings or reports of 
ials acting in a judicial or 
quasi-judicial capacity are in- 
admissible. 

The Commission has adopted 
the een of Rule 63(20) that 
convictions of high misdemean- 
ors are admissible in civil cases 
as proof of facts essential to sus- 
tain them (which would change 
existing New Jersey law, other 
changes in New Jersey law ap- 
pear in exceptions (28) and (29). 

A most important difference 
in the two reports is the pro- 
posed deletion by the Bigelow 
Commission of the “Learned 
Treatises’ exception in Rule 
63(1). This exception would have 
applied to published treatises, 
eriodicals or pamphlets on his- 
science or art, offered to 


spt 


fect 
offic 


tory, 
prove the truth of the matter 
stated therein if the judge took 


judicial notice or an _ expert 
testified that they were reliable 
authorities. Only a minority of 
American jurisdictions recog- 
nize such an exception, but it 


between the rty | 
egy tion from the pleadings that the 


recent cases and by | 
| specified in Rule 64 must be ex- 


The argu- 
ments pro and con the admis- 
sion of such treatises have been 
exhaustively considered _ else-| 
where and will not be repeated | 
here.“ The Commission deletion 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


would seem to be even more re- | 
|strictive than the present New 


Jersey law, which allows reput- | 
| ment which are by no means in4 


able mortality tables.” 


Finally in Rule 64 the Com-| 


mission has increased the num- 
ber of hearsay writings which 
the trial judge is explicitly em- 
powered to exclude if their in- 
troduction would unfairly sur- 
prise the adversary. Under the 
original draft of the Uniform 
Rules, 
Committee, the judge could have 


However this original draft pro- 
vided that the hearsay writings 


as adopted by the Court | 


cluded in the absence of an af-| 
firmative showing of lack of 
surprise. 


I. Authentication and Content of 


| Writings 
The changes in the Uniform | 


to the recom- | 


Rules proposed by the Commis- 
sion in this area are in the di- 
rection of existing law but are 
generally not substantial. 


Rule 70 which incorporates the | 


“best evidence” doctrine has 
been changed in minor fashion 
with regard to the exception 
providing for the admission of 
copies of writings within the 
control of the opponent. The 


| Uniform Rule as adopted by the 


tenance of the requirement that | igen poise 
2 SS copies 


where the opponent had been 
notified expressly or by implica- 


original would be needed at the 
hearing. The Commission change 
is apparently intended to re- 
quire express notification that 
the writing will be needed. This 








* made by other groups. 

Out of necessity, if this artic] 
were not to become 
lengthy, I have had to stress 
areas of disagreement 











$8 


unduly 
th F 
in thé 
various proposals. This shoul@ 


not distract our attention com? 


pletely from the areas of agreed 


consequential. 


well achieve a preeminence 
this field of jurisprudence 
match that already realized in 
others. 
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New!! Dual Case History 


At last a case history envelope 
is available which is suitable for 
use in both Real Estate and 
Court matters. All-State Offica 


Supply announces the produc- | 
tion of an 18 point supercrafg } 


handmade file envelope with a 
most comprehensive court case 
history printed on one half of 
the envelope and a most thor- 
ough check list and case history 
for real estate matters printed 
on the other half. No longer any 
need to keep two separate en- 
velopes on hand; the dual case 
history will do for either situa- 
tion. 

The envelope is sturdily con- 
structed to withstand the mos 


rigorous handling and its infinite 


| detail will simplify and expedite 


is probably the present New Jer- | 


sey law.* 
Rule 71 as approved by the 


|Court Committee provided that 
the production of an attesting | 


witness, even if 
not be necessary in all instances 
for the probate of a will. The 
apparent purpose was to leave 
to the discretion of the court 
the question whether 
adequate evidence to support 
probate without production of 
attesting witnesses. The Com- 
mission change would appear to 
preserve the existing require- 
ment of production whenever 
possible.“ 


possible, should | 


there was | 


The Commission has recom- 


mended that Rule 72 
graphic Copies to Prove Content 
of Business and Public Records) 
not be adopted. In its place the 
Commission would retain the 
present New Jersey law which is 
substantially Section 3 of the 
Uniform Photographic Copies of 
Business and Public Records as 
Evidence Act. The Uniform Rule 
does not differ from this in sub- 
stance. 


Conclusion 


(Photo- | 


The exhaustive and productive | 


consideration which has been 
given to the problem of evidence 
reform by the legislative Com- 


| mission under the capable lead- 


has the support of the leading | 


writers.” In this state, Part B of | 
the Appellate Division recently | 


announced, in a unanimous de- 
cision, dictum in support of the 


| 
/ 
| 
| 
' 


proposition that learned treatis- | 


es should be admissible as sub- 


36 See authorities collected in McCormick, 

Evidence, Sec. 244 (1954). i 
7 State v. Rios 17 N.J. 572 (1955). 

38 See authorities collected in McCormick 






sec. 257 (1954). 

See e.g. 6 Wigmore, Evidence, sec. 1691 
1940): 2 Morgan, Basic Problems of Evi- 
319 (1954): McCormick, Evidence. 
1954). See also the Editorial support- 

in 78 N.J.L.J. 300 (1955). 


this view 


ership of Judge Bigelow has con- 
stituted a most important public 
service. 
foregoing analysis will stimulate 
interest and discussion on the 
part of the bar in the report of 
the Commission and in the pro- 





40 Ruth Fenche!l, 37 N.J. Super. 295, 
319 ‘App. Div. 1955), af’d 21 NJ. 171 
1956) 

41 See 6 Wigmore, , Evidence, sec. 1690 
1940) Court Committee Report, p. 167; 
Tyree, “‘Evidence,’’ 10 "eine L. Rev. 324, 
343 (1955). 

42 Hampton v. Pennsylvania B.R. Co. 115 
N 168 (E.&A. 1935). 


t Committee Report, p. 183. 





It is hoped that the! 


i 


‘f. Model Code of Evidence, Rule 603, 
nt (b); 4 Wigmore, Evidence, Sec. | 
N.J.8. 24:82-38 


your office procedure. 

The dual case history is also 
available as a form to be used as 
a work sheet and inserted in the 
file, or it can be printed on a 
file folder or file jacket as well 
as on the supercraft file en- 
velope. 

The items we manufacture and 
sell are designed to save you time 
and money, we never compro- 
mise with quality. 

ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY 
502 High Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 4-5577 


, @®eeee® 





ACCOUNTS 
RECEIVABLE 
into CASH! 


Ribe Factors Corp. advances 
money on Accounts Receiv- 
able, Inventory, Machinery, & 
Equipment or Expansion and 
Reorganization to provide you 
with the working capit:! vour 
company needs. 


write or phone jur 
FULL INFORMATION 


No obligation of coursel 


RIBE FACTORS CORP. 


786 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-8576 


MELVIN H. BELL, Pres. 








110 WEST STATE STREET 
TRENTON 8, NEW JERSEY 





CHANCERY ABSTRACTING COMPANY 
(SUCCESSOR TO SACKET® M. DICKINSON) 
TWENTY-NINE YEARS EXPERIENCE IN ABSTRACTING 
PROCEEDINGS IN ALL COURTS 


EXport 6-9070 


R. MARGERUM 
PRESIDENT 





Foremost is thg 
/general agreement that a com¢ 
prehensive reconsideration ang 
overhauling of our law of eyj¢ 
dence is in order and even gq 
necessity. It must be fervently 
hoped that no partisan clamog 
over specific reforms, degree of 
reform, or method of reform wil} 
obscure this fundamental con< 
|clusion. Then New Jersey 








may. — 
in 
ta 
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. willy AT THE OCEAN COUNTY BAR ASS'N. TESTIMONIAL HONORING MAJA LEON BERRY ON 50th ANNIVERSARY AS ATTY. 


articl¢ 
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. iB 


1. Jos. J. Summerill 3rd, Harold A. Schuman, 
Nilbert J. Martin Jr., and Surrogate C. Stanley Grover. 





4. Ruben D. Silverman, 
Nathaniel H. Roth. 
William H. Huber, President Ocean County Bar; 
Maja Leon Berry and Theodore D. Parsons. 


Richard D. 


6. Harold Feinberg and Julius Cohn. 


addresses or other identifying 
matter) for statistical and study 


(k) Proceedings taken under 
this rule shall not operate as a 


PPLY | >. Harold Lipsky and Alvin H. Gelb. 5. 
3. Jos. A. Citta, Mark Addison & Jerome J. Doherty. 
Reconciliation 

‘ Sect Se a 

i Continued from page 7) 
ee 
* « #4 complaint, except that an- | Purposes. 

ther summons shall not be re- 

ia 

3 hired. 


. i) (1) Whenever reconcilia- 
bon is effected at such confer- 
mice, with the consent of the 
arties the master may in his 
scretion prepare written agree- 
ents embodying any particu- 
! understanding arrived at by 
ne parties. 
(2) Such written agreements 
ith the consent of the parties 
y be included in orders to be 
ecuted by a judge assigned to 
te vicinage for the hearing of 
trimonial causes. Such orders 
tall be temporary in character, 
ot to exceed six months, but 
ay be renewed by consent. 
j) (1) Conciliation confer- 
shall be entirely privi- 
zed. No statement made or 
‘%cument submitted or referred 
¥in the course of such confer- 
nee shall be admissible or us- 
‘le for any purpose in any sub- 
quent proceeding of any type 
hatever. 
2) At the conclusion of the 
Piference, whether terminated 
' reconciliation or otherwise, 
| papers, notes, correspondence 
@anywise relating to the matter 
°s- = cept the complaint, summons, 
——<«rtice of appearance or acknow- 
9070 Brgment of service, which shall 
VY treturned to the Clerk of the 
iperior Court) shall be de- 
oyed. 

' 3) Before destroying such 
Pers, notes and correspond- 
te, the master may record any 
ual data (exclusive of names, 

























ee 


“3 


= 


Ms 
iT 





bar in proper cases to an appli- 
cation for a writ of ne exeat or 
attachment, or for any other ap- 
propriate pendente lite relief by 
way of alimony, maintenance or 
otherwise. 


The intent of this rule is that 
wherever possible such proceed- 
ings (except to the extent that 
they may be accomplished by 
agreement of the parties) shall 
await the reconciliation confer- 
ence. 

(1) Rule 4:94A shall remain in 
force for an experimenta! period 
of three years, unless hereafter 
revoked or extended. 

Other Changes in Present Rules 
4:95-1. 

(a) The complaint in all ac- 
tions for divorce, or nullity of 
marriage, except those referred 
to in RR 4:94A, shall state the 
particular residence, street and 
number, or if there is no street 
and number, then the post of- 
fice address, of the plaintiff and 
defendant; if the defend- 
ant’s residence or post office ad- 
dress is unknown, that fact shall 
be stated. Where the jurisdiction 
depends upon plaintiff’s or de- 
fendant’s residence in this State, 
the attorney for the plaintiff 
shall make inquiry at such place 
of residence personally or by his 
agent, who shall be an attorney 
of this State, to determine 
whether or not the same is 
plaintiff’s or defendant’s bona 
fide residence. The attorney for 


the 


the plaintiff shall, where he has 
made personal inquiry, by affi- 
davit certify that the residence 
or post office address of the 
plaintiff set out in the complaint 
is, to his own knowledge, the 
actual residence or post office 
address of plaintiff or de- 
fendant;: in -ases he shall 
file his affidavit and that of his 
agent showing the results of the 
inquiry. Such affidavits shall be 


Sutton and 








7. Henry H. Wiley, Wilbert J. Martin Jr., Franklin 


H. Berry, Maja Leon Berry, Joseph J. Summerill 3rd 


and William J. Whitson. 


8. Russell G. Conover and Percy Camp. 
9. Francis J. Ward and William H. Mee. 


State Bar Committee Reports 





‘Continued from page 6) 


news letter every month for dis- 
tribution to all members of the 
Association containing news of 
the activities of the Association 
to be edited by the Public Rela- 
tions Department. This should 
give all the members up to the 
minute information of the many 


annexed to the c 
therewith. 


simultaneously 
(b) In acti 


maintenance wr 


monial cause 


charged, except those referred to 
the complaint, an- 
rclaim so charg- 
the name of the 


in RR 4:94A, 


swer or counte 


ing shall state 


person with wh« 
was committed 


not known 


there shall be 
nation of the 
circumstances 
act or series 

mitted as will 


charged therewit 
to distinguish the 
fense or offenses 
charged. If the 


to be unknown 


upon the hearing 
time of the filing 


Known at the 





of the pleading 


charge. 
4:97 
(a) Subject 


where a person 


co-respondent 


seeking relief on the ground of (e) 
adultery, the party 


give 


charge shall 


notice within 10 days after the 


such 


filing of 





tion tending to de- 
i person. Likewise, 
stated such desig- 








enable the party 


omplaint or filed 


President 
for divorce or 
1y other matri- 
sre adultery is 


sociation 


ym the adultery 
f known, and if 


activities of the American Bar. 
David F. 
has made his chief project 
the coming year the passage of 
the Jenkins-Keogh Bill and the 
House approved a recommenda- 
tion that the American Bar As- 
recommend 
Congress that the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1954 be 





state any avail- 


h and the court 


particular of- trial, the party 
intended to be | charge shall give 
name is stated forthwith, 


t must be shown 
that it was not 
and such 


containing the trial, 


been given, an adjournment may 
be ordered and such notice given. 
(d) Proof shall be filed in affi- 
davit form of compliance with 
the requirements of this rule. 
In actions begun under 
Rule 4:94A, if no reconciliation 
is effected upon the filing of the 
amended complaint, 
shall be applicable. 


to Rule 4:94A, 
named as a 
any pleading 


making the 
him written 


pleading, either 


personally or by registered mail 
to his last-known address, of the 
pendency of the action and of 
the charge against him and that 


place and : 
1 which the he may intervene. 
‘ts were com- (b) If the name 


of the co-respondent are discov- 
ered thereafter and before the 


in accordance with 
paragraph (a) hereof. 

(c) If the name and address of 
the co-respondent appears at the 


by adding a provision to the 
Code permitting the deductibil- 
ity of contributions paid into pri- 
vate disability benefit plans. A 
Committee of the Association, 
consisting of one Republican 
and one Democrat, has been 
appointed for each State, to can- 
vass the members of Congress as 
to their views and to urge their 
support for the amendment. If 
the Jenkins-Keogh Bill is passed 
by Congress, it will benefit not 
only the members of the Bar, but 
millions of other self-employed 
persons who are now discrim- 
inated against under the rev- 
enue act 

There is unusual interest in 
the plans for the 1957 Annual 
Meeting, which is to be held in 
New York July 14, 15 and 16, and 
then adjourned to convene in 
London. The meetings in Lond- 
on will be held from July 24 to 
July 30. Although registrations 
for the London trip were. as an- 
nounced, closed as of July 1 
1956, it has since been announc- 
ed by the American Bar Associa- 
tion that registrations will be 
accepted from other members of 
the Association on condition that 
they provide for their own trans- 
portation and hotel accommoda- 
tions. Hotel accommodations in 
London are extremely tight, but 
we are informed that accommo- 
dations can be secured in towns 
outside of London. We trust that 
there will be a large delegation 
from New Jersey in attendance 

at the meetings in London 

Respectfully submitted 
Robert K. Bell, for the New 
Jersey State Bar Associ- 

ation Delegates 
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Brownell To Address 
° | Dated: December 6, 1956 Dated: December 5, a4 
Yale Law Alumni | ESTATE OF EMMA McGREGOR, deceased ESTATE OF FREDERICK GEISHEIME 


Pursuant to the order of AUVKIAN M 
to the order of ADRIAN “ts 


, Surrogate of the County of | 
é made. on the application of| seonard ) Butler. 
Executrix of said dec -ased., [pps, 

given to the creditors of | 
sibit to the subscriber | 
affirmation, their claims and| Alex 
the estate of said deceased, 
six months from this date, or they / 





rot y 
a 


y Court, Court} AKE NOTICE that 
the 9th day of| apply to the Essex County Court, on 
for a judgment 9th day of January, 1957, at two o'¢ 
to assume the/in the afternoon, at the Court House. 
; the City of Newark, New Jersey, for 
udgment authorizing them to assume + 
names of Adam Gregory Dunn and Mary } 
yunn, respectively 
Adam Gregory Dluzniewskj 
Mary H. Dluzniewsxi 
Rospond & Rospond 





aay (ise Ar ° ee 
that the undersigned will| NOTICE OF HEARING 
x C ty y : the undersigned =a 










| FOLEY, JR., Surregate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
| the undersigned, Executors of said de- 
| ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
| of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
| under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
| 
| 
| 


The Yale Law School Associa- | 
tion will hold its Annual Lunch- 
eon at Noon on Friday, January 
25, 1957, at The Hotel Biltmore, 
Madison Avenue at 43rd Street, 











demands against the estate of said deceased 


within six months from this date, or they 
¢ 





| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 





























New York City. recovering the same against the subscribers.| will be forever barred from prosecuting or | ” q 3 $9.45/ 11 i 
‘ . . RALPH GOW recovering the same against the subscriber. | Newark 2, New Jersey 
The principal speaker will be THE NATIONAT. NEWARK & ES MILLIE JACOBS gl © J.—Dec. 13, 20, 27, Jan. 3 £10 
ie B 2a age cm "ANY OF } Ek. BELFATTO, Attorney | Dated: November 8, 19: 
The Honorable Herbert Brown | ST. ANLEY L. GEDNEY, JR., Attorney d ESTATE OF ALTON A. HORNE, deceased. | ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
ell, Jr., Attorney General of the | 525 Main Recnet . ; Pursuant to the order et ADRIAN M, LAW DIVISION 
5 s ‘3 BS | Orange, N. 27, Jan. 3, 10 | FOLE Y, JR., Surrogate of the County of| CIVIL ACTION 
United States. Reservations may | 1 Dec. 13, 20, 27, Jan. 3, 10 Seer tote Ever, this day made, on the application of JUDGMENT 
be made through Peter W. An- _— STATE OF NEW JERSEY ere Executor of said deceased, f the 
. | = ae PAR ~ 3 given to the creditors of 
son, Esq., c/o Cravath, Swaine; ..... _,,Dated: December 7, 1956 CER mie aie oF DISSOLCH UTION exhibit to the subscriber 


oath or affirmation, their claims and 
-mar ist the estate of said deceased, 
ithin six months from this date, or they 
from prosecuting or 


To all to whom these vresents may come, 
Greeting 


ESTATE OF IKE (JAY) JANOFSKY, de 


& Moore, 15 Broad Street, New 
York 5, N. Y. 






to the order of ADRIAN M. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | “ 
JR., Surrogate of the County of| ys duly authenticated record of the proceed: | will 




































oe ra 23 ie | 
ee 


| 
| 
ime eS = this day made, on the a@pplication of | ings for the voluntary dissulution thereof | recovering the same against the subscriber. 
LEGAL NOTICES | the undersigned, Executor of said deceased,| »y the unanimous consent of all the stock- ASIL J. BRYANT 
cre oe puisieteies | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | ulders. deposited in my ocffice that HERBERT J. DWYER, Attorney 
,| Said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers RUTGERS HOME IMPROVEMENT 700 Liberty Avenue 
aaianiied 6 Dated: December 5, 1956 | inder oath or affirmation, their claims and COMPANY Snio ; 
ESTATE OF PETER CRANE RIGHTER, | demands against the estate of said deceased, | a corp. ration of this State, whose principa) ||; ; Nov. 15, 22, 29, Dec. 6, 13 Ayan eer be = 
deceased ‘ | within six months from this date, or they lated at No. 730 Mt. Prospect uc RRAY ‘ 
, i Sines — hPa sone mol will be forever barred from prosecuting or the City of Newark, County of | —- - - | ZE IDNER 
OLEY, JK., Surrogate o ne “ou . recovering the sams g the subscriber of New Jersey (Clarence E. ree Ea ee . RECS rn 
Rosen, — wo nate, = 4 — of | HAROLD MI 8 f ‘ eing the agent therein and in charge | AMENDED CERTIF = TE OF REDUCTION A F U ‘RTH ; 
the undersigned, Hxecutor OF sald ceceased.| EMANUEL METZGER, Attorney 1 whom process may be served), eT wm On spook | ¥ Be “ 
, notice is hereby given to the creditors ot | 60 Park Place with fe Demienaieas of Title CAPITAL AND RE es REMENT OF STOCE 





ons, General, of Revised Statutes 
rsey prelit ary to the issuing 






said deceased, to exhibit to the subseriber | yviyork 2 'N J 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and| | J Dec. 1 3 
demands against the estate of said Gecensed, | this Certificate of Di ssolution. 
within six months from this date, or they | ~~~ i ss i NOW, TH Ek LFUR E, I, the Secretary of 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | Dated: December 4, 1956) State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
recovering the same against the aubseriber | ESTATE OF ELLEN JANE GEDDIS, de ert fy G at siti d ne etry “. on the 
FEDERAL TRUST COMPANY Second day of ovembe 95 le in my 
STEELMAN, LAFFERTY & ROWE, | iant to the order of ADRIAN M. | of july executed and attested consent 
| 
| 


COMPANY 

ipal office in this 
1405, 744 Broad Street, 
Essex. 

agent therein and in 
whom process against 
be served, is Theodore 





HELLER BROTHE 





f 





deviates ibe 
be \ 








Attorneys JR., Surrogate of the County of dissolution of said cor- 


this day made, on the applic ation of by all the stockholders | © > 6th day of September, 





‘4; Commerce Street 































































































































































































































Newark 2, N. J the undersigned, Executor of said deceased mud aes sae oe te of Heller Brothers cee ; 
LJ Dec. 13, 20, 27, Jan. 3, 10 | notice is hereby given to the onanlinn rs a si : wavidedity liao on ile } following resolution; Pgs ac e 
Baie — —-| said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers. IN TE ‘STIMONY WHEREOF, 1 é 18 eh a Paces ae ee srs e : i 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | under oath or affirmation, thelr claims and have hereto set my hand and af i $1,031,779.00 from t e | AF yg - Won. nty aE dec 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE demands against the estate of said deceased, fixed _my official seal. at Trenton, | of 8 ories and _ those of its tor An 2 % 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | within six months from this date, or they lt econd day of November, A.D., | ib idiaries t {eller TT = betas, ce and : : Tk : 
To all to whom these presenta may come will be forever — — | eae sex amon 4 or Seal) thousand nine hundred nal ‘WHE! EAS, le - Bgl _ C sack ait ae pe 
Greetin | re covering the sa ne agal is ; e 86 f fty ~Six ; liqui t : n t I ah 1 é = 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction ig HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITU TION EDW ARD J. ,PATTEN. | “ta ot its | i Jud ‘nt be filed with the 
by duly, authenticated record of the proceed . , 4 i, Attornes ; Secre uy of & z r iri per ; s no f St sails 
ings fér the voluntary dissolution thereof ‘ree Street L..J.—De 3, 13, 20 $21.60 f of such money in its fa ee ee AL DLE 
by the unanimous consent of all the steck- N. J. : - - - rs eo iene Or “6%, = i to 
1olders, deposited in my office that | 13, 20 Jan. 3, 10 Dated: November 23, 1956| e Board of oe tors t sdbers peark 
a See ee | = ESTATE OF DAISY G. HULL, deceased ne oo “Place Ne 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | STATE OF NEW JERSEY p ins tha clanese ADRIAN M. ae eee te eee a 7 
office is situated at No. 786 Broad Street, | DEPARTMENT OF STATE FOI Surrogate of the County of  euel ar Galler maoliens oe ante |? $9.99 
the City of Newark, County of Essex, | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Esse made, on the application of] therete is advisable. ors) mete 
State of New Jersey (Monroe Ackerman,| To all to whom these presents may come, | the *e | ere isable. : 
bated the agent therein — in charge thereof. wii a ai rae oti ¢ ds ys anid Bocq J FU R ae R RESOLVED, that the Board STATE OF NEW JERSEY Ek 
upon who yroesss be served), hae SAS. It appears to my satisfaction, | .o)4 > the creditors of/ «of Directors recommend to the stockholders DEPARTMENT OF STATE all 1 
ipon om = opr re serve ae | I said to the subscriber ‘oid : DEPAI § P ‘ rE i 
cemplied with the reiatiite ments of Title 14. | by henticated record of the proceed- : eo te a| of this corporation that the said distribu- | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ¢ 
Corporatio seneral. of Revised Statutes | ines for the voluntary dissolution thereof | U2der oa de their claims an tion and corresponding reduction in capital! To all to whom these presents may come 
orporations, General, evise Statute C le mds against t e of said deceased | : 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | DY the unanimous consent of al) the stock : 5 ciate eaanie} aia nate hey | De authorized and apy roved by them at an| Greeting: 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. j holders, deposited in my office that tore ay Ree Tea Coin || (earlysdate | WHEREAS, It appears to my satista: iv 
NOW, THEREFORE, T,. the Secretary of | ARMORY TAVERN CORP. weeovenine the seared from prosecuting oF} “FURTHER RESOLVED, that a stock-| by duly authenticated record of the pr t 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Py eer ee her! pra gg hy — gece THE. HOWARD ms AVINGS INSTITUTION riders: meeting be called for September | (ngs for the voluntary dissolution t . 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the fice is situated at No. 6 road Street, | DAVID 8 BINGHAM A . > | 1956 at 2:00 p.m., to be held at the| by the unanimous consent of all the GR 
nth ds ece > 6. fil in the City of Newar County of Essex, | 2’ S. BINGHAM, Attorney office of the Fidelity Union Trust Com-| holders, deposited in my office, that rpor 
th day of December, 1956, e in my ee P 2 . 744 Broad Street | a. t . 4 | = . . or aa 
fire a duly executed and attested consent | State of New Jersey (Jerome J. Sonnabend, Newark 2. N. J. pany, 755 Broad Street, Newark, New | CARCHMAN FARMS INC. S 
{1 iting | » disso! f said being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | Newark 2, \. J ; | Jersey, to take action on such recommenda-|a corporation of this State, whose princiy ( 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-/| ¥¥3on whom process may be served). has| L.J Nov. 29, Dec. 6, 13, 20, 27 | “Stan? > oe ted at No. 24 6 ane Gis 4 
poration, executed by all the stockholders complied with the requirements of Titie 14, | ———— fae lin ¢ Sie Ge N et as Sie ce. the 
thereof, which said consent and the record | (orporations. General. of Revised Statutes | = ier I St the t New Jéra “ro h a | Car ets “4 = 
the proceedings aforesaid are now on file/ of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | : Dated: November 15, 1956/ WHEREAS, the Secretary of said corpora-| | pare oh New serscy: {2 ea ta cs arch plied 
1 my said office as provided by law. | of this Certificate of Dissolution ESTATE OF WILLIAM G. CARTER, de-| tion did give notice of said meeting to the| D@/ng the agent therein and in charge ther saere 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ry NOW, THEREFOR >. I, the Secretary of ceased | stockholders as required by law; and | Upon whom process may be served Pro 
have hereto set my hand and af-| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | = Purs the order of ADRIAN M.| WHEREAS olders at such meet- fewer with Psa a = a aie 
fixed my official 1, at Trenton, | Certify that the said corporation did. on the FOLEY, Surrogate of the County of | by a 1 of those present | ewes Tack geet = — h beta, sow 
this Tenth day of December,| Seventh day of December, 1956, file in} Essex made, on the application of | ituting more than two-thirds of all of | it his C rifles Pot Di crit ae — e of 
Seal) . D.. one thousand nine hundred my office a duly — ited and attested con- | the ur Executors of said deceased, kholders having voting powers did| ° = ly pr A MR —., malt: ee 
id fifty-si ; | ic gl wr ae at se -_ on a —_— por: ce i ereby given to the creditors of the recommendation of the Board of | ,, of the State of Noe Jersey, "ho He th 
E DW ARD J. PATTEN, Breet ge tect said as co ann the —— exhibit to the subscribers} Directors and did declare that the sum oft Goons ‘hat the said 0 rip did. ont ea 
Secreta of State. | saan tnt : are n oe wal file irmation, their claims end | $991,066.66 be distributed to stockholders in| Tw x ahi i . = Nav ie te 1958, 8 
1--Dee. 13, 20. 27 $21.60 hepa é - , ie estate of said deceased, | partial liquidation of this corporation at the) oy OMe ane cxeented and attested 
ae te as ees ee IN TESTIMONY WHE REOF, I from this date, or they/ rate $10.00 a share and also authorized | ™ Sritiax to Me pp sll vo at aa 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY have hereto set my hand and af- I f rred from prosevuting o:| the retirement of 2,320.72 shares of Class | poration, "executed by all the stockh 
DEP ARTMF NT OF STATE fixed my officia! seal. at Trenton, | recovering the same against the subscribers. | A stock and 20,886.49 shares of lass B} Bier whith aid consent ae he con 
CERTIFICATE, OF DISSOLUTION this Seventh day of December ade How ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | stock of the sid corporation and directed if the proceedings aforesaid are now on 
v 311 to whom these presents may come (Seal) thousand nine hundred aie it CARTER : that the ec tal of this corporation be re- = my said office as provided by law 
Greeting x spi HN W. WHITE, JR juced to 58,993.90: IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 4 RATTEN. HANALIS, LYNCH & MALONEY, NOW. THEREFORE, in accordance with hace Hens aieet sms nad ] 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- |) | Dee oe 21.60 At t provisions of Tit! e 14 of the Revised — my official seal, at T d 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof : aca lat ak ae $21.6 ee utes, we, I oger Stevens, Jr., as is Twenty-eighth day of Saved 
by the unanimons consent of all the stock- | ——— : ch : i“ Pheotere McC. Marsh, as) (Seal) : D one thousand nine h ; 
holders. denositted in my office that : oe rae ites L.J Dec. 6, 13, 20 t srtify that the sum and fifty-six. 
ENGINEERING ASSOC IATES, INC. aol aweade oe Geen ee a Bi ad EDWARD J. PATTEN, Dec 
ff » nri . al ‘ . é . . on ? 
aes ale “ge Pecos rnin CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the under- 320 geil pr ih ing Mie $21.58 - 
City x of Essex. "o Ag whom these presents may come, : se Ft Hou —— oe ls "20,886.49 shares of Class | &-J-—Dec- 6, 13, 2 e 
tN oT Brewster, be-|  @reetis Bt es pues 4 be tir d that the| 
ate of N rH. Brewster. b w HERE AS, It appears to my satisfaction on January 2, 1957 at 2:00 Eecaieanoeih “" = Pg aeened | —_ 
a e — 2 and page od — by nticated record of the proceed. the afternoon for a judgment corporation has bee eX ; ~S <a ¥ 
eae eh het ce RS Opes oa ngs f voluntary dissolution thereof nem to ume the names of WHEREOF, said corporation | SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JE! 
~omplied ‘with: the ee ete ty te onsent of all the stock- BRONDOLO, NANCY MARIA 7 sald corporatien | CHANCERY DIVISION - ESSEX COL 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes | tides ny office th ‘ , and ROCCO THOMAS AB ee DOCKET NO. C-598-58 
¢ New Jersey eliminary to the issuing — my ‘ at oan ively. poe 7 ary. and its cor- CIVIL ACTION duly a 
of this Certificate of Missolution 1 cory “ boon jandolo afired, the 2lst) \orick TO ABSENT DRFENDANTS or 
NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of | 2 OT! ate, ‘ 6 A ee : bie a 
State of the State af New Jeraey, Do Hereby | office 54 Hanes renue, Abbondandolo, and orases company | MAiee | a eee ea 4 
rtify that the eald corn yration aia on the | in t y, Cor _ of _— Abbondandolo, Stevens, Jr AIME ROBINSON, Plaintiff 
eepatiesth Raw | , r. 1956. fil (Roe .. Albano 3 ; natural laintif = 
por igre ad ; Mo Bs ye 1 oy on a the agent i and in charge tb>reof, Joseph Abbondandolo ys. ; fs: 
gNisies ee a a jo aa sae ipon whom process may be served). has N ROBINSON, his heirs, 4 "¢ 
. : a . i ¥ 1 oI pe rs¢ 1 repre- ! 
1s all the etockholdere mens = with wale gay gota’ pp etd and f[ gy a= id 
n n the vr ors ns yeneral, of Revis § t is suc s : 
sppetent Bad TRE TeCONl) | Non Sarees. Gireliminaty 40) Sher desi Eh aia re ee in . title and interest. ssc 
tare now OnMle i cnt oe aitacioting $13.86 | STATE OF NEW JERSEY Defendant whe 
. . ’ f this Cert cate of issolution * ~ T ts za 
IN. fee ae. provid een ] NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of _ : 4 | COUNTY OF ESSEX os THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY poentie 
have hereto set my hand and af tate of the State 8 New —- St eg 27, 1956 BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this 2ist THE STATE OF NE JERSE ‘ings 
afficia! seal at Trenton hat the Sal corporation dic on e > tha | day of Noven ue before me, the sub-| , a st - baad noha 
silder ¢ , September, 1958, file deceased. | °°! OF the’ State of |i S: GEORGE ROBINSON, his} is Ci 





day of November 
nd nine hundred 





»nty YRIAN M. personal 






appeared Theodore | 
of the HELLER 





County of and his successors 








¢ Fic r * ~s 
, : the application of 1 Se ry n 
. \TTE the stockholders e app ca ion ° | COMPANY, the corporation a m elt 
a8 and the record said deceased, stated ante aie a tieares RE g UMMO> 
Bh eee anew ea file he creditors of Mequon atl orego'D8 | required to serve upon Harry Kay, Pla 
xs . . ones Ss the subscriber g dy me y sworn, Attorney, whose address is 786 Browd Stree 


ed by law 


WHERBEOF T eir claims and 




















oes depose and say and Newark. New Jersey, an answer to ‘3 
ction that he is Complaint filed in a civil ; 



















































































































































y har anc t- said deceased es erie Amended nplaint i 
sm aan date, or they | Soren certificate te | 2 Which MAT M EL WILLIAMS, oth & pre 
st i JERSEY Aey ot Sentem.| © prosecuting or| Pie 1 perdi oe he | MAYME ROBINSON, is _plaint — 
ESSEX COTN-| (< and nine hums = the _subscriber. | of said corporation, the) GEORGE ROBINSON, his heirs, I 
Ty bs ene ee Cc that it was representatives, and h 
. aq atty- { poration; titl fi 
— Ww ABD. J ATTEN, 2s 3 corporation: Sha ie ae ae crest, tl 
iY DOCTErGTe “OF Ree, he saw said I. Roger A 
hey I a0, a $21.60 3 President sign said fi 
P ‘i said seal thereto and E 
\ R — STATE OF NEW JERS i a ate, and heard him declare : 4 _ 8 
ss r T? at aR ig ei e _ _., Dated: November 27, 1956 aled and delivered said cer-| +1. amended fell sah = shall Dee. 
cae OE . ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF THOMAS J. CAFFREY, de-|t tary act and deed of said wer and proof of service, in dt —s 
rtgazed pr whom these presents may come } order and by authority | , the Clerk of the Superior Cour - 
t of ADRIAN M Directors and by the vote.| Honse Annex. Trento New Jers Ss 
Tt appears to my satisfaction f tl die r by proxy, duly constituted | aocordance with the rules of civil pract oe 
Taye P ated record of the proceed orized of m more than | ang procedure. ERT 
ey Hous 1 class of said/ The action has been institut mee 
goth 4 powers, for the/ ,nrpose of determining the respective Sere 
\ a g 7 expressed; and | title and rest of the plaintiff and HERE 
ce eet oe Marsh signed his t. his a devi isees and persona fe : 
cS a . >to at the same time as subscribi i successors in righ 
being t t t, in nl to the lands a 
tr N Jers sae McC. Marsh ises known and designated as 37 
ginning t Ncen ned = sp Terrace, East Orange, New Jersey: to 
= jay and a deed of conveyance referred to in * 
s : Th t > agent therei I . ae. Amended Complaint by the anubstitutios 
< - “ ‘hom process ne} WATSON the nam of MAYME L. 3 
75 grees 27 =% of New seneet a So grantee, in lieu of the names of GE 
t tee | Newark Ex 7, 1959 ROBINSON and MAYME ROBINSON 
< legracs ng eee —_ ae wife; to adjudge that defendant, G 
i « Cort! ; STATE OF NEW JERSEY | ROBINSON. his heirs, devisees and pet 
- i aaa 2" NOW THEREFORE Secretary of Dated: November 30, 1956 DEPARTMENT OF STATE representatives, and his successors in 
street 1 e< Stwte of the State of New Jersey hn Hereby ESTATE OF SAMUEL GROSSMAN, de Secretary of State of the State of New title and interest, hold said lands and pr 
m , Hollen’ street: and then “ortify that ¢ { id. on the eased . DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the|ises in t for the plaintiff, MAYME 
4 g s nort 4 degrees 36. file in of ADRIAN —" foregoing is @ true copy of Amended Certif. | WILLIAMS and that said defendant 
st 2% feet ¢ + + and attested consent ! cate of Reduction of Capi tal and Retirement | ordered to execute and deliver a deed 
T f said cor of Stock of HELLER BROTHERS COMPANY | conveyance thereof to the plaintiff: to 
eur ° “the stockholders and the endorsements thereon, as the same is | an accounting and to impress the 9 
re therenf. wh i onsent and the record taken from and compared with the original | thereof as a lien upon said lands and pre 
¢ the proceedings aforeawid are now on file subseriber | filed in my office on the Twenty-seventh day | ises. You are made a defendant because 
r nm my said office as nrovided by law claims and | of November A.D. 1956, — now remaining/ are named as a grantee in said deed 
. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF J said deceased, n file and of record therein el -0 and claim an interest ther 
= have hereto eet my hand and af date, or they IN. TESTI MONY WHEREOF, I/| whch deed of conveyance, dated Aug’ 
Sixt fixod official seal. at Trenton wsecuting or have hereunto set my hand and af- | 1947, was recorded Angust 25, 194 
7 this day of December, recovering the same against subscriber fixed my official seal at Trenton,| Book W.110 of Deeds, Pages 25-26, 
‘ Sea AD thousand nine hundred DOROTHY GROSSMAN (Seal) this Twenty-seventh day of Novem-| Essex County Register’s Office. 
and fiftr- ~six. MARTIN GELBER, Attorney ber A.D., 1956 | Dated: November 29, 1956. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 24 ce Street EDWARD J. PATTEN I. GRANT SCOTT, 
ne Secretary of State Ne Nd Secretary of State. | Clerk of the Superior © 
TQ Th 13. 90. 97. Jan. 3 . $325 98) T..J De 13. 20, 27 $21.60! LJ 6, 13, 20, 27, Jan. 3 EJ Dec. 6, 13, 20, 27 $105.84! 17 Dec. 6, 13, 20, 27 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DECREASE OF | " ‘STATE OF NEW JERSEY Staee OF Ee Se 
DeLee OF ALSTE DEPARTMENT OF STATE AUTHORIZED CAPITAL STOCK  AND| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE, OF DISSOLUTION 


ERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION REDUCTION O! CAPITAL OF GEORGE 


to whom these presents may come, To ail od whom these presents may come,| 1. \oONTE & SUN To all tu whom these presents may come. Ty ali to whom these presenta may come, 


y, for Greetin, i 
sume t¢ ton Greetin The location of the | pal office in this Wed Re Greeting: ; 
t ’ 3 i “ti ‘ he location of the princip ) i EAS, It appears to my satisfaction. tisfaction, 
Mary sHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHER Bas, It appears to my satisfaction, | ..,,,. j< , : ie aR : : - i i: WHEREAS, It appears to my sa ac 
“i i y authenticated record of th yceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed veleahe ‘ caer aie a aa Road, in the | by duly wuthenticat record of the proce by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 





ae 





of The | m2 y ) 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof inxs for the voluntary dissulution thereof | 5; she oe Rem fgg Bn By yy B iors ings for the voluntary Re ee —- 
unanimous consent ef all the stock- vy tie unanimous consent of all the stock- this corporation | holders, deposited in my office that by the unanimous consent of all the stoc 
rs, deposited in my office that _ uoiders, deposited in my office that WOODSIDE HOMES INC. holders, deposited in my office that 
ASSAR REALTY CORPORATION | JAY PRODUCTS, INC. LaMonte & Son, a corporation organized |# Corporation of this State whose principal! = »-=s),- BENTED CO., INC. bese’ 
of this State, whose a Orpor ration of this State, whose principal a is rws of the State | Ollice is situatgd at No. 17 Academy Street, | corporation of this State, whose princit 
ited at No. 918 ( tic Situated at No. 666, Clinton Avenue, DOES HEREBY CERTIFY | in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | Office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
Town of of Newark, County of Essex pag “board of directors | State of New Jersey (Edward R. McGlynn, i= the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
of New Je of New Jersrey (Benjamin Colton, eld. in accordance | UC!Mx the agent therein and in charge thereof, | State of New Jersey (Perey H. Penn, 
g the agent therein and in charge thereof, Os ee . 












ipon whom process 
may be served e 





Nichols. George 

























upon whom process may be served), has | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 











1p whom process may be served), has nes a shed vy ew _— complied with the requirements of Title 14,| upon whom process may be served), has 

lied with the requirements of Title 14, : ~ nc paer oration as Deen | (urporations, General, of Revised Statutes | complied with the requirements of Title 14, 

ations, General, of Revised Statutes | 2mended, de sing rized capital of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | (‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 

of Jersey, preliminary to the issuing; *‘’°* ° . 2 $1,042,800, ot this Certiticate of Dissolution. of New Jersey, prelimiaary to the issuing 
dist i nsisting $ sha ommon stock NUW,. THEKEFORE, 1, the Secretary of | j¢ this Certificate of Dissolution. 





Dissolution 
RE, I, the Secretary of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby 


epg State of New Jersey. De Hereby | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
y that the said corporation did. on the | o,9\ 0? caaae 7 es Karaere. Tha tibael 
Twenty-seve Baregpe ste howe * On ee State of the State of New Jersey, : ereby 
Twenty-seventh day of November, 1956, file in Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


“ach and 428 








2 fae of Nev w 





"Jersey 


Do He Jreby 









































































































































































































)rporation did, on tne a oe dule exad > | 
Novanhec: $066. dle’ in s my olice « duly executed aud @ttested COGsee | rhird day of December, 2906, file is my 
- mber, ive y ( i riting tw the dissolution of said cer- - sated ¢ t 
cuted and attested consent 2 ociaaes all . Bee otlce a duly executed and attested consen 
- of < poration, executed by al! the stockholders |; iting to the dissolution of said cor- 
issolution of said cor- tuereot, which said consent and the record | '” —e ns 2 l > § “kt ld 
by all the stockholders t the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | portation, executed by all the stockholders 
her onsent and the record mis suid office as provided by law. thereof, which said consent and the record 
t I foresa@id are now on file TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J] | of the proceedings aforesaid . _ on file 
id offic I ed by t 8 pro wided by law » hereto set my hand and af- n my said office as provided by jaw. 
0} TE IN TEST IM¢ N Y Ww HE RE t I XN TESTIMUNY WHEREOF i my official seal, at Trenton. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, i 
ies 1 have hereto set my hand and af ' ner Sopp . serge APS] Wega tl ‘ Twenty-seventh day of Novem- have hereto set my hand and af- 
: fixed my official sea r saci nah red i 682,80 Seal) , A.D., one thousand nine hun- tixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
he Coum this ” y-first day 4) That s ired and fifty-six. this Third day of December, 
- i 7 A.D., one thousand nine Tecte secre oo tb J a Seal) — 1 one thousand nine hundred 
5 and fifty-six. see 3 mon st tl rporation.| dec wan a State. : and fifty-six. 
: and EDW AR D J. PATTEN ra ey IN WITNESS g GI ORGE LA} L.J.—-De 13, 20 $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ob} as retary of State ype “ie / MONTE «& SO i this certificate one : Secretary of State 
ov. 2 ec. 6. 13 1 verona to be signed l ‘ Se : 5 gail Rad In . 18, 2 $21.60 
ONS areee Uke $21 ! 6, 13, 20 ts rp . into affixed | JAKE NUTICE that the undersigned will id F : 
iner a — a 4¢ +¢ GEORGE | #Pply to the Essex County Court, at the = Se re eee 
. <% hae : P -T I MON ~ La Monte, | ©urt House, in the City of Newark, County | Dated: November 29, 1956 
Se revered m 2¥. a0 DI - OF NEw J ERSEY a8 bah ;, kttes N so a rep bei and State of New Jersey, on the} ESTATE OF ROBERT V. MITCHELL, de- 
shel t BR oe, TZ a/k/a FAN a alt oh MEN 1 Ce MnOLi tox tiasnnaie a a aas January, 1957, at 2:00 P.M. for| “ceased 
BO} au ed ul Sk has aaal agin as : D ; 9 9 $24.48 | 1 ut authorizing her to assume the i of ADRIA M 
~~ Pre order i whom 6 presents may come, nume of MARY PARISI, respectively. of the County of 
4 JR., Surrogate of > re) Pee 
‘ge ™ ae le satisfaction. | — MARY MASSA application of 
ae ee no of the proceed t luliani r of said deceased 
; : ution thereof af: “It Je i f y Tv a ti to the creditors of 
4 all the stock paaee aa ee S ae d Place ibit to the subseriber 
exhibit bat ERTIFICAT SSOLUTION . 
t that New Jersey der aff mation, their claims and 
or affirmation, ( To li t ri m t resents may come, . 4 o7 PO 4F. = ects . os , a Bs 
agair t the a ate t rincir Greetin . sic 6, 13, 20, 27 $9.49 | deman te of said deceased 
inst tl tate ° State whose principal \ 2 Le — this te ‘ > 
six months from this ey No. 592 Grove Street, WHEREAS * pe : ; : oh vas pe 
forever barred from ti or ty I - “ oe NUTICE OF APPLICATION FOR Pitsnictal AP a} 2 tae’ te Sanaa 
ering the same against the sut r Joseph S. aa . bee nial epee yn THE HOWARDS. WINGS 
Pz = Le F VAN ADI A 1 and ip clarge thereof “he homes fice that PAKE NUTICE that the undersigned _— SMI “< SI NGI RLAND. TRAIT 
, , .ES & neys may be served), has| SI GEUI RM ART IN¢ make application to the Essex County ts cipeae tol TZ aitaaae Peta 
r tan Pie cunixements of: Gitle 14 he CRIES : Seer cae brca tn Law Division, on December 19, 1956, at} _ HOLTZ, Attorney 
Acark 2, N.J of Kevised Statutes |" 30°.’ a wie tak 2 vey 2 o'clock in the afternoon, at the Court| (44 Br ad Street 
| Nov. 29, D 6 20, 27 eliminary to the issuing|;,, ¢),. (ity Comte. ef esas Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment} Newark 2, N. J. or } 
| eS, a f iss tion ee ane —s ee rizing them to assume the names of | an ” >» ol, of, wa 
; Af ———— i. the lecsetasy af|* z : MORTON and ROSALIE MORTON, | -——--—_——— 
ea9 STATE OF NEW JERSEY ersey sO dierevy ively SEY 
— DEPARTMENT OF STATE y that a did. on the FRANK PRZYWARA 4 ATE OF Je ov aaaae 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION : fil m5 ROSALIE PRZYWARA tne OF DISSOLUTION 
aS at GEM Chae Gaucaaee’ tan ania fice attested con. | (‘Tporations. General, of Revised Statut Pas Esa. ERTIFICATE Ok ISSOLUTION 
ION reeting sent to the dissol ition of said |’. Partagas ; ad Ao ca laa P rney for aintitt lo all to whom these presents may come, 
ay come§* meee. It appears to my sa : ow a ee eee stockholders NOW, THEREI I, the Secretary of | 1060 Broad Street (rreeting 
uthenticated record h id consent and the record ‘ s ey, Do Hereby | Newark 2, New Jersey WHEREAS It appears to my satisfaction, 
yt the voluntary disso! Said Obits aa ccavides be ae t r did. on tne | 1..J.—Nov. 22, 29, Dec. 6, 13 $11.97 | oy duly authenticated record of the proceed: 
the unanimous consent of al! IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 f in my i ings for the voluntary dissvlution thereof 
jers, deposited in my office th have hereto set my hand and af- ily 1 and attested con- Dated: November 23, 1956] 0¥ the unanimous consent of all the stock 
*RAND IRON & METAI tixed my official seal, at Trenton, ting t jissolution of said cor-| esTATE OF ELLEN M. CARMICHAEL, | ®0lders, deposited in my office that 
at rporation of this State, whoe this Fourt day of December t i the stockholders deceased WOHLREICH & STERNGOLD, INC. 2 
j e is situated at No. 14 E Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | * les capi ny ord Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| 4 Corporation of this State, whose principal 
prin ity of Newark, County and fifty-six a ne foc vided. by. law yn he) FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of office is situated at No. 589 Centra Avenue, 
es nie of New Jersey  (Bernar EUWARD J. PATTEN j . STIMONY WHEREOF, 1/| Essex, this day made, on the application of | in the City of East Orange, County of 
yf ag the agent therein and in char Secretary of State. have hereto set my hand and af-| tue undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, | Essex, State of New Jersey (Abraham J. 
‘archma’ o whom process may be se rved), I I 13, 20, 27 $21.60 fixed ' sea at Trenton, | notice ereby given to the creditors of | W reich, be the agent therein and in 
P theres plied with the requirements of Tit e 14 this f December, | said -ased, to exhibit to the subscriber | charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
| bagpemrations, General, of Revised Statutes ESSEX C¢ PY COURT Seal) A.D nd nine hundred | under oath or affirmation, their claims and| served), has complied with the requirements 
Title New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing LAW ISION and demands against the estete of said deceased, | of 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutegmp this Certificate of Dissolution Civil Actior EDWAR "ATTEN within six months from this date, or they | >t of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
> ‘Ow, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of JUDGMENT Secreta f State will be forever barred from prosecuting or | issui f this Certificate of Dissolution 
re of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | | he Matter of the Applicé n ) I) 1 2 27 $21.60 | recovering the same against the subscriber SOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
that the said corporation d, on the f JOSEPH R PON DISH MARY F. KINGSTON State of the State of New Jersey Do Hereby 
h day of November, 195 é {BAR I PON DISH in- ) ALFRED ROWE, Attorney ertify that the sald eter did, on the 
duly executed and attest idually and as natural guard- ) IERSEY % Clinton Street Twentieth day of N 1956, file in my 
ing to the dissolution of 5 CYNTHIA JANE PON Newark 2. N. J. ottice a du execu attested consent 
Hn Ry x DISH and JAMES FENTON ) L.J.—Nov. 29, Dec. 6, 13, 20, 27 u writing to ary —— of = 
c conse an ecor INDI nfants, for leave ) oration, executec yy all t olders 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file me oo eae f JOSEPH R Z ii ai aa Ti Sali a i ani eg ay “ chevent, which said cone — oe record 
le re said office as provided by law. POND, BARBARA I POND, ) <7 Dated: November 14, 1956} jf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
" IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J YNTH JANE POND and : ESTATE OF CORA ©. WRIGHT, deceased. | .» my said office as provided by law. 
have hereto set my hand and \MES FENTON POND, ‘respec- ) - Vursuant to the order of AVKIAN M IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
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Essex Bar Foundation 
Formed To Operate Essex 
Bar Headquarters 





Joseph H. Stamler, president 
of the newly established Essex 
County Bar Foundation, an- 
nounced today that the Founda- 
tion had exercised its option to 
purchase the building at 92-94 
Washington Stre2t, Newark, | 
which is to be us2d as a head- | 
quarters for the Essex County 
Bar Ass’n center where facilities 

yill be provided to conduct edu- 
cational, literary and charitable 
activities in the field of law. 

Mr. Stamler said, 
of a rapidly changing and com- 
plex society make it necessary 
that our efforts be concentrated 
on the problem of so adapting 
our system of law and the ad- 
ministration of justice that 
legitimate human activities and 
expectations may be carried on 
and realized within the frame- 
work of an intelligent and ef- 
fective system. To do this there 
must be a place where the aca- | 
demic and practical aspects of 
legal systems can be brought to- 
gether for study and improve- 
ment, much in the same way as 
medicine makes use of the mod- 
ern hospital center for the same 
purpose.” 

Stamler pointed out that New 
Jersey has led the nation to- 
ward entirely new approaches to 
the solution of structural and 
operational problems that have 
hampered the administration of 
justice due to the fact that long 
established methods are no 
longer suited to modern needs. 

The Foundation will not oc- 
cupy its building until the pres- 
ent occupant, Burroughs Adding 
Machine Company, has arranged 
to obtain other quarters. In the | 
meantime, specific details of the 
Foundation’s operating program 
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‘Defamation on Television Actionable Judge Says 


One can be defamed orally on 
television and the defamation 
may be sustained by -the court, 
according to Judge William C. 
Hecht, Jr. of the N. Y. Supreme 
Court. Before an overflow alum- 
ni audience of the Fordham 
School of Lav at the monthly 
luncheon at Miller’s Restaurant, 
the judge stated that “defama- 
tion from a prepared script on 
television may cause more dam- 
age than if written and printed.” 


In introducing Judge Hecht, 
Judge Gregory F. Noonan called 
him “a Judge’s judge” 

Judge Noonan, at the request 
of Edward Schulkind, president 
of the Law Alumni Association, 
announced that the next lunch- 
eon will be held on January 8, 
1957 with Judge Harold Medina 





will be developed. It is expected 
that the Foundation will house 
and maintain a law library, and 
provide facilities for the Legai 
Aid Society, for the program of 
| legal assistance to indigent de- 
fendants, for the carrying on of 
the work of a number of Su- 
preme Court Committees, as well 
as for research and_ study 
projects. 

Stamler poin ed out that the 
| Foundation will provide on the 
local level the means for co- 
ordination with projects under- 
taken by the American Bar 
Foundation, established in Chi- 
cago in 1952, and after which 
the newly formed organization 
is patterned. 


The option to acquire the 
building was originally secured 
by a committee of the Essex 
County Bar Association seeking 
new quarters. The proposal was 
approved at a meeting of the 
membership held November 15, 
1956, and it was later decided to 
name the new Foundation as 
the holder of the option. At its 
organization meeting yesterday, 
the Foundation named as its 


| trustees and officers Joseph H. 


Stamler, Donal C. Fox, Nathan 
Cholodenko, Vincent P. Biunno, 
Everett Scherer, David Stoffer 
and Alfred L. Padula. A commit- 
tee to raise the funds to acquire 
the building and provide an en- 
dowment fund for the Founda- 
tion is being organized at this 


time, and later announcements 
will outline the Foundation pro- 
gram. 
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Schedule of Judge Hall | 


r, 1957 SESSION 
W. Hall 
Hunterdon 


Hudson Weekly Call # 





as principal speaker. Mr. Schul- 
kind also announced that the 
Christmas party would take 
place on December 21, 1956 at ton 

the New York Athletic Club and ee ee 
the annual luncheon will be held | January 3, 10:90 a.m.—0y 
in the Waldorf-Astoria on Sat- ait ic 
urday, March 2, 1957. OP Ae he 
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Prof. Rubenstein on Business Closing 
Clauses; Partnership Clauses; Legislo- 
tive Hearings. $1.25 ea. or ($3 for set 
mimeographed), postpaid 
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790 E. 3 St., B’klyn 18, N.Y 
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